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A MILESTONE IN COLORADO STATUTORY
HISTORY-THE REVISION BILL PASSES!
WILLIAM B. MILLER
Secretary, Colorado Bar Association
One of the most important laws enacted by the 38th General
Assembly from the standpoint of the courts, the legislature, public
officers and the average lawyer, was H.B. 201 "to provide for the
revision of codification of the laws of the State of Colorado; to
establish a commission for statute revision and providing for the
office of revisor of statutes and prescribing the duties thereof." I
It is hardly necessary to state that its importance and value
to the legal profession stems from the fact that if the General
Assembly pursues the policy laid down in the new act, the practi-
tioner in late '53 or early '54 will have a brand new and official
revision of state law, which after all is the lawyer's most impor-
tant tool. One might even go farther and state that H.B. 201 was
the most beneficial legislation passed by the 38th General Assem-
bly for the improvement of the whole judicial process, since, as
Sutherland says, 2 until an efficient and reliable source of statute
law is provided by means of "an official code which is brought to
date after each legislative session the improvement in the judicial
process founded as it is today upon the statutes cannot be achieved."
H.B. 201, was signed by Governor Thornton on March 28
after a stormy and hair-raising legislative history. The bill was
drafted and submitted to the General Assembly by the Statutes
Publication Committee of the Colorado Bar Association under the
chairmanship of Allyn Cole of Glenwood Springs.
3 The commit-
tee did not claim, nor does it now contend, that this bill is the
final answer to Colorado's statutory revision problems. Like all
measures arrived at by means of cooperative committee effort,
it was a compromise, and from the Olympian heights of the ideal
law for this purpose it needs shoring-up in some respects, as Allen
P. Mitchem, himself a member of the committee, points out else-
where in this issue.
In view of the vigorous opposition exerted at every step of
the legislative process, it is a miracle that any measure was passed
on the subject. That it became a law was not due so much to the
merits of the bill, as to persistent and untiring efforts of Repre-
I HOLLAND'S LEGISLATIVE SERVICE, General Laws Enacted by the 38th 
General As-
sembly, p. 290.
2 SUTHERLAND, STATUTES AND STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION. (Third ed. by Frank E.
Horack, Jr.) § 8714 (1943).
' In addition to the chairman, the committee is composed of the following 
mem-
bers: Thos. M. Burgess, Colo. springs; Dayton Denlous, Denver; 
Jas. K. Groves,
Grand Junction; Hubert D. Henry, Denver; Stanley H. Johnson, Denver; Harry A.
King, Denver; Clyde 0. Martz, Boulder; Floyd F. Miles, Denver; Allen P. M'itchem,
Denver; Win. B. Paynter, Brush; and H. B. Van Valkenburgh, Denver.
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sentative Louis I. Hart, of Denver, combined with the grass-roots
support of aroused members of the association throughout the
state.
NEW LAW SUMMARIZED
In brief, the statutory revision act may be summarized as
follows:
1. A Committee on Statute Revision is established consisting
of the Chief Justice, or a Justice of the Supreme Court designated
by him, the Attorney General, and two members of opposite poli-
tical parties from each house.
2. The committee's function is to lay down the policy and
provide the overall direction for a revision of state statutes to be
submitted to the 1953 General Assembly.
3. The report of the committee to the 1953 General Assembly
is to include specifications for printing and binding, as well as rec-
ommendations "for the repeal or amendment of existing laws,
which may be obsolete, inoperative, imperfect, obscure or in
doubt ......
4. The publication of the 1953 Revised Statutes of Colorado
shall contain all the laws of Colorado of a general and permanent
nature, including those passed at the 1953 session, and shall be
copyrighted by the Secretary of State for the State of Colorado.
5. The committee is directed to appoint a revisor of statutes
and such assistants as are necessary to prepare the revision and
annotations thereto.
6. In the course of the revision, the revisor "shall adopt a
uniform system of punctuation, capitalization and wording; elimi-
nate all obsolete and redundant words; correct obvious errors and
inconsistencies, eliminate duplications and laws repealed directly
or by implication; correct defective section structure in arrange-
ment of the subject matter of existing statutes; clarify existing
laws and such other similar matter as the Committee shall deem
proper. All of the foregoing shall be done in such form and man-
ner as to preserve the intent, effect and meaning of any and every
such statutory provision."
7. The revisor shall prepare and annotate all laws enacted
at each session of the General Assembly after 1953 and issue the
same as pocket parts or bound supplements to the official revision
with like force and effect.
8. The revisor and his staff shall assist the Legislative Refer-
ence Bureau or other agency of the General Assembly in bill-
drafting service.
9. An appropriation of $25,000 is made for the operations
of the committee.
10. A tax of $1.00 is levied on every civil action in the dis-
trict and county courts of the state, payable by the plaintiff, for
the purpose of reimbursing the state for the appropriation.
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Except for the last two provisions, which were floor amend-
ments, the bill is substantially as presented by the Statutes Pub-
lication Committee and published in the February Dicta.
4
The success of the committee this year comes as the culmina-
tion of over three years' work. As long ago as January, 1948, the
then-chairman, Frank E. Hickey, proposed to send a questionnaire
to members of the state bar inquiring as to their views on the
desirability of a revision. The Board of Governors disapproved
the proposal on the ground that it was wholly unnecessary to con-
firm what everyone then knew-that such a statutory revision was
urgently needed!
Judge Hickey's committee then proceeded to canvass various
publishers to find out if any would be interested in undertaking
the task of revision and the costs thereof. Few were interested.
Among those expressing no interest in a new revision was the
publisher of the 1935 statutes, the Bradford-Robinson Printing
Co., which in June of 1948 first gave the committee an inkling of
the plan to republish volume 4 in two volumes.
The Bobbs-Merrill Company seemed to offer the best proposi-
tion at the time. It was reported that their requirement of a state
subsidy of some $125,000 would have made possible sale of sets
of the statutes to lawyers at from $50 to $60. However, when it
was revealed that Bradford-Robinson claimed the copyright on
the 1935 statutes, the Bobbs-Merrill people cooled on the project.
CODE BILL NOT PUSHED IN 1949
In view of the fact that no private publisher appeared to be
interested, the Board of Governors at the October, 1948, conven-
tion instructed its new Statutes Publication Committee to take up
the question with the General Assembly at the next session. A
code commission bill, sponsored by the Colorado Public Expendi-
tures Council in the 37th General Assembly, was endorsed in prin-
ciple by the board. Little, if any actual support was given the
measure in the legislature, however, and as events in the past ses-
sion so clearly demonstrated, no technical measure lacking wide-
spread popular support, whatever its merit, can survive the legis-
lative process unless at least one legislator, with generous grass-
roots support, concentrates nearly all of his efforts on its passage.
In the spring of 1949 announcement was made by Bradford-
Robinson of the publication of volumes 4A and 4B. Not'until these
actually appeared in December, 1949, at a price of $55 and in
conjunction with the announcement that no supplement to old
volume 4 would be issued, did the full significance of their predica-
ment dawn upon the public officials and lawyers of the state. The
bar association was bombarded with protests from all over the
state, and the entire work of the Statutes Publication Committee
4 28 DICTA 78 (1951).
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during the chairmanship of Hubert D. Henry was directed toward
this problem.
Confronted with a fait accompli, little could be done other than
protest the publication, note that the volumes were unauthorized
and unofficial, if not, indeed, illegal, and advance the opinion that
the copyright on '35 C.S.A. might be judicially determined to be
held in trust for the State of Colorado if someone would undertake
to litigate the question. Judge Henry published an article in Dicta
setting forth all these factors,' but no action was taken by state
officials or others. A conference with Mr. Bradford in September,
1950, sought by the committee at the direction of the Board of
Governors, accomplished nothing, not even an asking price on
the worth of the claimed copyright on '35 C.S.A.
STATE SHOULD Do EDITORIAL JOB
Thus, the new 1950-51 Statutes Publication Committee under
the chairmanship of Allyn Cole, concluded that the only means of
securing a worthwhile revision of the statutes of Colorado was
for the state to step in and take over the job, leaving the printing
and binding problem to the lowest bidder upon completion of the
editorial work. Under the vigorous leadership of the chairman,
four meetings were held between December 9 and January 15. It
was early agreed (1) that there was a compelling need for a statu-
tory revision, (2) that in comparable states even privately pub-
lished statutes cost less than '35 C.S.A., (3) that to have a com-
plete, thorough and continuous revision a permanent state revisor's
office was basic, and finally (4) that a bill should be prepared and
presented to the General Assembly incorporating these principles.
A subcommittee, composed of Floyd F. Miles, Hubert Henry,
and Duke Dunbar, the latter especially invited by Mr. Cole to sit
in with the committee, was asked to prepare a draft. Actually,
at least three different drafts were presented: one modeled on
the Ohio act, one similar to the Nebraska statute, and one along
the lines of a Florida law. Out of these Mr. Cole and his commit-
tee distilled a draft measure which was approved by the Board
of Governors, 22-4, in a special referendum vote conducted Janu-
ary 16-30.
The measure was introduced in the House of Representatives
as H.B. 201 on February 1 by Representative Viggo Johnson, and
bore as additional sponsors the names of Representatives Hart,
Hayes, Holland, Wade and Carter. Senator Carlson tossed an
identical bill into the Senate hopper on February 14 which was
denominated S.B. 285.
Meanwhile, the House Judiciary Committee held a hearing
on a bill sponsored by Bradford-Robinson and designed to legiti-
mate 4A and 4B. Although the bar association received very short
-27 DICTA 107 (1950).
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notice of the hearing, it had a few representatives present. It was
pointed out in answer to the major arguments advanced by the
Bradford-Robinson representatives against H.B. 201 that the
longer a real revision was put-off the more expensive it would be
for the taxpayers, and that even legitimatizing 4A and 4B would
cost the state $35,000 to $70,000 in order to provide these volumes
for state offices and exchange purposes. Worse, it would encourage
publication of a 3A and 3B, etc., at further expense to the state
and other users of the statutes.
A full-dress hearing was attempted on February 21 for bar
association representatives, including Chairman Cole and Presi-
dent-elect Hatfield Chilson, but this was aborted when action on
the House floor kept the legislators tied-up all afternoon. It was
at this late date in the session, when the prospects for statutory
revision legislation appeared quite dim, that Representative Louis
I. Hart of Denver took command of the situation. The bill began
to make headway almost immediately.
On February 27, it was reported-out by the House Judiciary
Committee with favorable recommendation and referred to the
Rules Committee. The companion bill, S.B. 285, had received simi-
larly favorable recommendation by the Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee, but in a floor fight on February 28 it was referred back to the
Senate Finance Committee. The latter committee emasculated it
and reported out a bill just providing for a commission to study
methods of revision and to make recommendations to the 1952
session.
REPRESENTATIVE HART TO THE RESCUE
Meanwhile, the House bill appeared to be hopelessly bogged-
down in the Rules Committee until Representative Hart by the
use of those magic manipulations known to some legislators, but
mystifying to amateur lobbyists and the uninitiated, persuaded
the Rules committee to report it out. It then passed on second
reading on the morning of March 12, the last session in which
bills could be so acted on by the originating house. The roll call
next day on third reading disclosed only five members of the House
against the measure, while 50 voted in the affirmative. On the
same day, the Senate's watered-down version was passed and sent
to the House where the Judiciary Committee quickly approved it
and then allowed it to meet a quiet and unlamented death in the
Rules Committee.
The House bill, which had been amended by Rep. Hart on
the floor to provide for an appropriation of $25,000 recoverable
by the state by means of a $1 surcharge on docket fees, was re-
ferred in the Senate directly to the Finance Committee. This
appeared likely to be its last resting place, particularly after
Bradford-Robinson representatives appeared before the committee
DICTA
and it was reported that the latter had voted to table. The op-
ponents of the bill failed to reckon with the popularity and support
for the measure throughout the state, however, and it became
clear that, if the full membership of the Finance Committee were
to act, H.B. 201 would reach the floor. After much feverish activ-
ity on the part of Rep. Hart, ably supported by Senators Carlson,
Gobble and Henry, as well as by Representative Sayre, the meas-
ure was reported out with a favorable recommendation on the
morning of March 20. It was placed on special orders, and with
a clarifying amendment to correct a typographical error, was
passed on second reading after the clock had been stopped to meet
the deadline for all second readings. On March 21, the last day
of the session, H.B. 201 passed the Senate on third reading with-
out recorded dissent, and the House concurred in the amendment.
The Governor's signature made it law on March 28.
REVISION COMMITTEE FACES REAL CHALLENGE
Since then it is understood that the presiding officers of both
houses have exercised their statutory power to designate their
representatives on the revision committee. Speaker Hamil is re-
ported to have selected Representatives Hart and Crowley; and
Lieutenant Governor Allott, a stout champion of the bill in his
own right, has appointed Senators Carlson and Gobble. To sit as
chairman of the committee, Chief Justice Jackson has designated
Justice Alter, who with Attorney General Dunbar, complete the
committee complement.
Needless to say, this committee has an opportunity to do a
real service to the people of Colorado by planning a complete and
efficient system of statutory revision, and by designating as
Revisor of Statutes a person who is thoroughly competent, able
and willing to put in the tremendous amount of work necessary
to make such a revision a reality.
The bar association, their officers and committees, stand ready
to assist the official Committee on Revision in any way the latter
deems proper. Certain it is that constant vigilance at each session
of the General Assembly will be necessary to insure that the prin-
ciple of continuous revision is not abandoned.
THE BOOK TRADER'S CORNER
Harry S. Silverstein, Jr., 728 University Bldg., Denver, has a
complete set of Colorado session laws and of U. S. Supreme Court
reports, Law Edition, for sale.
Robinson and Priest have announced the association of Ray
A. Curran with the firm in Lakewood and Golden.
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A REVISION OF STATUTES FOR COLORADO
ALLEN P. MITCHEM
Assistant Professor, University of Denver College of Law
The problem of making the statutes accessible to members of
the bar and the public has been troublesome in states other than
Colorado. For the most part, the matter has been handled through
periodic upheavals, in some cases at regular intervals, and in
others only when forced by demand of the legal profession. Mis-
souri is an example of a state wherein the statutes are "revised" 1
at regular intervals of every ten years. The Missouri constitution
requires such periodic attention. On the other hand, Kentucky is
a notorious example of a state that let the matter of revision slide
for a period of 69 years between the revisions of 1873 and 1942.
Periodic upheaval has been the path pursued in Colorado, but such
upheavals have resulted not in revisions but only in compilations,
which represent mere accumulations of the laws from one legisla-
tive session to the next.
On March 28, 1951, Governor Thornton signed into law House
Bill No. 201 2 providing for the revision of all statutes in the state
of Colorado. This action might well serve as a cause for rejoicing
among lawyers of this state, there having been no true revision
of the statutes in Colorado since this state was admitted to the
union. The "Revised" Statutes of 1908 were made only prima
facie evidence of the law, and were really only a compilation.
Although a "Statute Revision Commission" prepared them, the
Compiled Laws of 1921 apparently were what they purported to
be, merely a compilation. Likewise, the 1935 Colorado Statutes
Annotated were also nothing more than a compilation of the exist-
ing laws of this state. A compilation is not the law but is merely
evidence of the law. Of a decidedly different nature is a revision
which represents a statement of statutory law in force at any
given time. The revision "displaces and repeals the former law as
it stood relating to subjects within its purview." 3 Despite the
victory for members of the bar in securing approval for a new
revision of the Colorado statutes, the more far reaching effect of
the new law, as will be seen later, is in its plan for continuous
revision.
The value of any revision, like that of a compilation, will be
lost within a few years unless the statutes are continually kept
up to date. Recognition of this fact has led to the establishment
'While the Missouri constitution calls for a revision, in the past, only compilations
have been forthcoming.
This bill in its final form was essentially the same as that printed in 28 DICTA
78 (1951), with the addition of an appropriation of $25,000 and a section levying a tax
of $1 as a surcharge on plaintiff's docket fee to reimburse the state for the costs of the
revison.
3 SUTHERLAND, STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION, p. 207 (1891).
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since 1939 of programs of continuous statutory revision in Florida,
Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri,
Nebraska, New Jersey, North Carolina, Ohio, and Washington.
Prior to 1939 a total of ten states 4 had followed the lead of Wis-
consin 5 in adopting such a plan. Such a plan is presently being
seriously considered in New Mexico, North Dakota, Oregon, and
possibly other states.
COMPILATION OR REVISION?
One writer 6 has observed that while private publishers have
been responsible for many improvements in law books through-
out the years, they have also brought their evils. Both because
of their obligation to print, in compilations, "alL the law" which
has not been repealed by the legislature of a given state, and be-
cause of their apparent eagerness to publish lengthy annotations
which are seemingly designed to usurp the functions of digests,
such publishers have been guilty of publishing codes in as many
as 68 volumes for one state and of publishing codes to sell for $300
per set. The 1936 code for Georgia consisted of 34 volumes and
was priced to sell at $300. A very striking contrast is presented
by those states having a system of continuous statutory revision
where the entire statutes of such states are contained in compact,
well-organized, well-indexed, one or two volume sets. Examples
of such states wherein the statutes are kept up to date include
Florida ($20), Kansas ($30), Kentucky ($10.50), Maine ($20),
Minnesota ($21.50), and Wisconsin ($5).7
Notwithstanding the fact that, when published, the 1935 Colo-
rado Statutes Annotated contained an extravagant use of language
as well as many obsolete or partially obsolete sections (this being
a necessary concomitant of compilations), there was at that time
justifiable pride in the finished product. But the investment of
time and money that went into the 1935 statutes was not guarded.
No effort was made to preserve the statutes from the deterioration
which began with the next session of the General Assembly. With
each two years that passed after their publication, the statutes
became less complete, less satisfactory, and less usable. The solu-
tion to the problem presented obviously lies only in a continuous
Connecticut, Iowa, Kansas, Maine, Massachusetts, Maryland, New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, and South Carolina.
' The Wisconsin plan was first adopted in i911. "Investigation has shown that
within the field of modern revision, Wisconsin, under the guiding hand of Mr. Brossard,
has gained supremacy. Practically all states wishing to follow the lead of that state
have had their revisors educated in the office of the 'Revisor of Statutes' of Wisconsin.
Mr. Brossard has become recognized throughout the country as the leading authority on
the subject. Some of his graduates, however, are building up followings of their own
and are now doing revision work that may well become classic. This is said as pre-
liminary to the statement that Wisconsin and Kentucky exemplify the ultimate in the
field." Goodenough, JPeport to Interi C,,nifttee n fRevised Statftes, 25 (gR. L. IEv.
36, 42 (1945).
M1. at 41.
The prices noted following the states of Kansas, Florida, Maine, and Minnesota
are prices quoted in 1951 to out-of-state purchasers. The price to purchasers within the
state may be even less.
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activity directed toward keeping the statutes up to (late, regardless
of whether the product is a compilation or a revision.
Although apparently no state has yet tried it, such activity
might take the form of a recompilation after every legislative ses-
sion. The volume of the present statutes of this state would seem
to indicate that, irrespective of the cost factor, such a course would
be undesirable. It is not unusual for the statutes enacted at one
session of a legislative session to equal in volume one-tenth of the
entire statutes previously in force in that state. At that rate, the
total volume of the statutes would double in approximately 20
years. On the other hand, in those states which have a program
of continuous revision, it is not uncommon for the total volume of
the revised statutes following a legislative session actually to be less
than the volume of the statutes prior to the legislative session.
Through the process of stressing economy of language, eliminating
the unconstitutional, obsolete or partially obsolete sections, and in
rewriting existing sections in simple, direct statements of law, it
has been possible in some instances to reduce the length of some
statutes to approximately one-third that of the original version.
AN IMMEDIATE BULK REVISION Is NEEDED
The new Colorado revision act emphasizes, as does that in
other states having continuous revision, the fact that there are
two aspects to revision-the immediate bulk revision, and continu-
ous revision thereafter. The immediate interest of the lawyer will
be in the bulk revision. That is scheduled to be completed in 1953.
It is difficult to appreciate the magnitude of the task a revisor
faces in such a bulk revision. Some indication of the nature of
that task may be given by the following statement of the objectives
in such a revision as paraphrased from a comment by Mr. Willard
D. Campbell, Director of the Ohio Bureau of Code Revision:"
1. To determine what laws are in effect and to establish a
master file containing true copies of the original sections of stat-
ute law.
2. To eliminate from the statutes the obsolete,' unconstitu-
tional,10 antiquated, and unnecessary sections of law.
3. To determine, list, and correct the many partially obsolete
sections in the statutes. These include, among others, the follow-
ing types of sections:
(a) Those which continue to use the names of offices, boards,
commissions, and departments which have been legally abolished.
Campbell, Code Revision in Ohio, 24 OHIO BAR 123, 127-131 (1951).
'An illustration of sections in the present Colorado statutes, picked at random,
which give the impression of being obsolete is found in CoLo. STAT. ANN., C. 153, § 90
and following, which provide for the issuance of funding bonds, series 1909, payable in
20 years "for the purpose of paying the expenses incurred in suppressing the insurrec-
tion and defending the state during the years 1899, 1903 and 1904."
0 it is possible for an attorney at present to wade through pages of a technical
statute only to come to an annotation at the end informing him that "this and the
following section is unconstitutional," COLO. STAT. ANN., C. 97, § 94(20) (1050 Supp.)
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(b) Those which contain ambiguous or meaningless phrases,
e.g., "and/or," and "in sections 1 and 2 of this Act."
(c) Those which contain paragraphs which have been held
unconstitutional.
(d) Those referring to sections which have been subsequently
repealed.
4. To bring together, under a logical classification system,
those statutes and parts of statutes which, because of similarity
of subject matter, properly belong together.
5. To simplify and clarify the statutes by restating them in
clear and simple language and applying to them a uniformity of
punctuation, expression, capitalization, and spelling. 1
6. To adopt and apply a numbering system for titles, chapters,
and sections which will have present meaning and will have elas-
ticity for the future.
12
The initial bulk revision in the state of Kentucky took approxi-
mately six years. The task in Colorado will undoubtedly be less
complicated than that of Kentucky because of the fact that the
Colorado statutes are at present more accessible than were the
Kentucky statutes in 1936. If a bulk revision is to be completed
in Colorado within a period of two years, and though the objec-
tives listed above are kept in mind, it is apparent that there will
be need for further revision after 1953 even of the statutes pres-
ently in force. This will be in addition to any contemplated pro-
gram of "revising" future statutes before they are enacted into law.
THE FUNCTION OF CONTINUOUS REVISION
A program of continuous statutory revision will obviously
eliminate the necessity of ever having another bulk revision. The
most desirable method by which statutes presently in force may
be revised through a program of continuous attention is undoubt-
edly that of "topical revision." Such a method is described by Mr.
Robert Cullen, Revisor of Statutes for Kentucky, as follows :1
Topical revision, involving the thorough application of the prin-
ciples of statute revision to individual subjects, furnishes the means
through which a continuous revision system can accomplish the
true aims and purposes of revision. The subject may be eminent do-
main, general corporation law, removals and vacancies, administrative
procedure, or any other of the many subjects dealt with in statute law.
The revisor, after selecting the subject, gathers together all the
statutory provisions that relate to the subject and carefully studies the
annotations to those statutes. He examines the statutes of other states,
" The specific suggestions as to style for bill drafting given by Professor Menard,
Legislative Bill Drafting, 23 RocKy MT. L. REV. 127, 132-4 (1950), are equally appli-
cable to the revision of statutes.
12 The decimal system of numbering of sections and chapters has been generally
recognized as superior to other systems presently in use. It permits ample facilities for
the expansion or contraction of the laws. Its application in the new Denver code was
discussed recently by George L. Creamer, The New Municipal Code-A Study in Ordi-
nance Codification, 27 DICTA 317 (1950).
' Cullen, The Advantages of a System of Continuous Statutory Revision, 10 Mo. L.
REV. 113, 120 (1945).
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and consults persons who have a special knowledge of the subject. On
the basis of this information, he drafts a clarified, harmonious statute
in which the details and technical aspects of the subject are simplified,
modernized, and unified. He will restrict the changes to matters of
detail, avoiding controversial matters or questions involving the
policy of the law, since policies are for the legislature to settle.
Revision deals with details, not fundamentals.
Topical revision bills, limited to a single subject, constitute an
ideal method of revision. The revisor has sufficient time to become
thoroughly familiar with the subject, and to draft and redraft the bill
until it approaches perfection. The legislature is not required to
accept the bill on faith, but has ample opportunity to examine its
contents and pass intelligent judgment upon it. Through such bills,
over a period of years, the most important and most often used
statutes will be made plain, certain, and accessible.
In addition to this continuous function, and to maintaining a
continuous list of annotations to the statutes, the office of a revisor
might well be made the center for final review, on matters of
form and style, of all proposed legislation. This would tend to
eliminate errors before bills become law. 14 The practice and skill
of the revisor in stating the law in clear and concise language
would result in reducing the length of bills and thus reduce the
cost of publication.'5
WHAT ABOUT THE ANNOTATIONS?
Unquestionably no practicing attorney would be willing to
sacrifice completely the statutory annotations in order that the
statutes could be.published in a more compact form and be avail-
able at a reasonable cost. On the other hand, the real function of
annotations can be fulfilled without the extravagant verbage which
characterizes the present Colorado statutes and contributes per-
haps 50 per cent to their bulk. Upon the assumption that lawyers
seldom rely solely upon the annotations themselves, one might
hazard the guess that their present bulk could be reduced at least
two-thirds without any sacrifice to their usefulness.
Another question arises with respect to the annotations. If
the practice were to be adopted in Colorado of publishing the stat-
utes in their entirety in revised form every two years, would it
be an unnecessary expense to have the annotations republished
with like frequency? In those states wherein the annotations are
published in a separate volume, experience seems to answer this
question in the affirmative, for the annotations have been repub-
lished much less frequently that have the statutes. The annotations
1" An interesting example of language which would undoubtedly have been deleted
by a revisor's office before the bill became law is found in our new Certificate of Title
Act: ... The provisions of Chapter 32, . . . shall not be applicable to nor shall the
said provisions of said chapter apply to the mortgaging of motor vehicles. CoLo.
STAT. ANN., C. 16 § 13(18) (1950 Supp.)
3 "In Kentucky, over a period of twenty-five years prior to the establishment of the
permanent revision office, the average length of each legislative act was four pages.
At the first session at which the bill-drafting services of the revision office were utilized,
the average dropped to two and a quarter pages. The volume of acts at that session
was the smallest in thirty-five y cars." Cullen, op. cit., supra note 13.
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of recent cases may, of course, be included in supplemental pocket
parts.
Publication of the annotations in a separate volume would
produce an inconvenience to attorneys who use the statutes. They
would have to use two books when referring to a single section of
the statutes. However, that is necessary in any set of statutes
where a supplement is used for recent legislative enactments. The
ideal arrangement would be to have the annotations following each
section in the statutes and to have the annotated statutes published
in revised form after every legislative session. But if that method
is found too expensive, the Colorado lawyers might find it neces-
sary to make a choice between a current set of statutes with annota-
tions in a separate volume on the one hand, and a soon-out-dated
set of annotated statutes with a current annotated supplement on
the other.
BIENNIAL PUBLICATION
The matter of biennial publication of statutes is so closely tied
in with modern plans of continuous revision as to become recog-
nized as almost a necessary part thereof. Prior to each new pub-
lication, the new legislative material is arranged in proper form
and inserted in the statutes in the proper place. Of great sig-
nificance in this process is the elimination of repealed sections
which will tend to become quite numerous when the statutes are
under the watchful eye of a revisor. Over 1400 sections of statu-
tory law have been repealed in Ohio in the past two years upon
the recommendation of that state's Bureau of Code Revision. 6
The new Colorado revision statute does not specifically pro-
vide for biennial publication but rather refers to publication of
bound supplements after each subsequent legislative session. How-
ever, the advantages of a system of biennial publication seem so
numerous that it is felt that some discussion of the plan would be
desirable prior to the date of the publication of the new statute
and a supplement thereto. Such discussion usually centers around
the cost factor.
In a state such as Colorado where members of the bar have
felt compelled to wait for a period of 15 or more years before ask-
ing the legislature for the necessary funds to bring the statutes
up to date, it might seem that the cost of biennial publication would
be prohibitive. Experience in other states apparently does not
bear out that conclusion. The cost of publication may be broken
down into its two component parts: the editorial work and the
printing.
Like the plans for continuous revision in other states, the new
Colorado statute provides that all editorial work, including arrang-
ing, assigning section numbers, annotating, and indexing will be
' Campbell, op. cit. supra note 8.
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done in the revisor's office. This will make it necessary to have
only the actual printing and binding work performed by private
contractors. In this respect Mr. Robert Cullen, Revisor of Statutes
for Kentucky, has said:"
The revisor is best qualified to determine the place at which new
legislation should be compiled. He is required to maintain a file of
current annotations, and an adequate index, in order to carry on
properly his revision program. His staff is in a position to prepare
the statutes for publication with little extra work, with the result
that the cost of maintaining an editorial staff, which constitutes a
major portion of the selling price of privately-published statutes,
may be saved.
The expense of maintaining the revisor's office is an expense of
government which other states have assumed because of the gen-
eral benefits which accrue from improvement of the laws. It is not
charged to the purchasers of the statutes. It is an expense which
the state of Colorado should be willing to assume.
As to the extent of such cost to the state, Mr. Cullen in 1949,
seven years after the first publication of the Kentucky Revised
Statutes, made the following statement:' s
Our current operating budget in Kentucky is $16,000 per year.
One-fourth of that sum can be attributed to our statute-publications
work . . . which leaves $12,000 per year as the cost of the revision
work itself. In return for this sum the Legislature receives a com-
plete bill-drafting service, the state agencies and the public have the
benefit of an agency equipped at all times to supply authoritative
information concerning the statute laws, and the statutes not only
are continuously protected from deteriorating but are continually
being improved.
Additional benefits of revision which cannot be measured in terms
of dollars and cents include the possibility of reduced litigation,
greater understandability of the laws, and encouragement of re-
spect rather than contempt for the law.
COST OF PRINTING A BIENNIAL PUBLICATION
Under established practice in other states, the price at which
the statutes are sold does, however, take care of the cost of print-
ing, and the state incurs no obligation in that regard. Drastic
savings to the purchasers of the statutes are effected even here
through continuous revision and biennial publication. When the
printing occurs every two years, it will be found that because many
large segments of the statutes are either unchanged or are sub-
jected to only minor changes, the great bulk of the composition
work would remain undisturbed if the type is preserved or plates
are used. This factor obviously accounts to a large extent for the
low cost of the printing. It should be noted that in most states
such as Kentucky and Wisconsin wherein the statutes are published
' cullen, op. cit., supra note 13.
Cullen. Revision of the Oregon Statutes. 29 ORE. L. Rpv. 120. 124 (1949).
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biennially, the printing is not done by state owned printing plants,
but by private contractors. It would thus seem that the state of
Colorado is also in a position to enjoy the benefits of reduced print-
ing costs of the statutes if published biennially.
Because of the initial expense necessitated by the bulk re-
vision, it is apparent that the first edition of the Colorado revised
statutes will seem considerably more expensive from the standpoint
both of the editorial work and the printing than will succeeding
editions of a biennial publication. But the state would have been
faced with that initial expense under any system of revision. Sav-
ings to the state from a program of biennial publication, in addi-
tion to elimination of the expense of another major surgical opera-
tion at some time in the future, will include the cost of publication
of session laws and substantial savings in the cost of reprints of
individual laws such as the insurance statutes, workmen's com-
pensation laws, banking laws, etc.
CONCLUSION
Having considered in some detail, in the course of this paper,
various plans for making the statutes accessible to the bar and
to the public, a natural response might well be, "Why should mem-
bers of the bar be concerned with these various plans now that a
revision statute has been passed in Colorado?" The answer is that
the opportunity which the bar now has to make a permanent im-
provement in the laws of Colorado might yet become lost unless
the revision program is carefully watched during its initial stages.
The above discussion seems to make it imperative that the bar
insist upon the following requirements as the revision program
progresses:
First, a revision. Colorado, as well as some other states, has
had statutory "revision" commissions in the past, but compilations
rather than revisions were the product.
Second, continuous revision. The members of the Statutes
Publication Committee of the Colorado Bar Association who
drafted the new statute obviously overlooked the desirability of
this important feature. Consequently, the new statute empowers
the Revisor of Statutes at the end of each legislative session after
1953 merely to "annotate, arrange and prepare for publication . ..
all general laws enacted during such session .... " At best, it is
uncertain whether this language is broad enough to permit suffi-
cient revision of new legislative enactments. However, this lan-
guage would hardly be thought sufficient to empower the revisor
to undertake further modification by way, for example, of a "topi-
cal revision" approach of statutes which were in effect prior to
1953. An amendment to the new statute is obviously needed for
this purpose.
Third, biennial publication. Again, facts relating to the advan-
tages of this procedure and the reasonableness of the cost thereof
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were not brought to the attention of the committee, with the re-
sult that provision for biennial publication was not included in
the draft of the new statute. The statute rather provides for
publication of the general laws enacted at each session "in the
form of pocket parts or bound supplements to said revision." This
provision should be corrected by amendment prior to time for such
publication.
Each of the above three requirements is an absolute necessity
unless the new statutes are again to fade into the historic process
of deterioration with the accumulation of new statutes after 1953.
Unless prompt attention is given to these matters by the bar, it
is almost certain that a periodic upheaval will again become neces-
sary at some time in the not-too-distant future.
SUMMARY OF DENVER BAR-SPONSORED BILLS
PASSED BY GENERAL ASSEMBLY
IRA L. QUIAT
Chairman, Legislative Committee, Denver Bar Association
The Legislative Committee 1 of the Denver Bar Association
drafted and sponsored about a dozen bills before the first regular
session of the General Assembly, which concluded on March 21.
Most of them were enacted into law and are now in effect. These
measures, briefly summarized, are as follows:
S.B. 286-DETERMINATION OF DESCENT OF REAL ESTATE
This act rewrote Sections 28 to 34 inclusive of Chapter 176,
1935 C.S.A. Under the old law it was the duty of the attorney
bringing the action to set forth in the petition all the lands of
which the decedent died seized. In most cases this was an impossi-
ble requirement.
The lawyer had before him an abstract of title for certain
property. He found that the heirs had never been determined. He
did not know what other parcels the decedent possessed at the
time of his death.
Under the new act the determination of descent may be had
for all or any portion of intestate real property. The terms "lands,
tenements, and hereditaments" are eliminated and the words "real
property" or "land" is used throughout the act.
Section 29 now contains a simple form of notice which law-
yers can follow and be assured that the act has been complied
with. It is no longer necessary to serve a copy of the petition.
' Composed of Hazel M. Costello; George L. Creamer; Lawrence M. Henry; Harry
A. King; Donald M. Lesher; Fritz A. Nagel, ex-offlcio; Ira L. Quiat, chairman; and
Royal C. Rubright.
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The service bf the notice alone is sufficient. The notice contains
ample information.
This act eliminates the necessity of naming all grantees, re-
gardless of whether they have any interest or not at the time of
the bringing of the action, for the court is only required to deter-
mine the heirs of the decedent and the present owner of the real
estate.
The former provision that any person not personally served
could appear and move to reopen the decree within two years has
been reduced to six months. The decree will be fully effective as
other judgments, six months after its entry.
The title of the proceedings is simplified and the old crude
caption streamlined.
S.B. 287-MORTGAGES AND DEEDS OF TRUST
In 1927 the legislature provided for the outlawing of mort-
gages, deeds of trust, and other liens against real estate, unless
extended.
However, the law did not contain any simple provision for an
extension when the encumbrance secured numerous obligations.
In order to extend a deed of trust and mortgage it was necessary
for a beneficiary to sign an extension agreement.2 It was a formid-
able task to obtain the signatures of hundreds of holders of bonds
where a trust indenture secured many obligations. The new law
permits the trustee named in the trust deed or mortgage to execute
such extension for the benefit of the holders of the obligations
secured by such instrument.
S.B. 322-NON-PROFIT CORPORATIONS
We have adequate laws concerning corporations for profit.
Our non-profit corporation law, which has been on our statute
books since Colorado has been a state, was a mere skeleton.
There was grave doubt about what powers a non-profit cor-
poration had and more doubt as to manner and method of exer-
cising some of these powers. For instance, could a non-profit cor-
poration merge with another company? How would a non-profit
corporation proceed to sell all of its assets? Would every member
have to vote in favor thereof? Did a non-profit corporation have
the right to have voting members and non-voting members? There
are thousands of different setups for non-profit corporations, most
of which were questionable under the old law.
Under the new law, a non-profit corporation can practically
run its affairs in any way it pleases. It files its certificate of in-
corporation with the Secretary of State, and then it must record
a copy of this certificate in every county where it owns real estate.
Under the old law the only place the certificate of incorporation
2
COLO. STAT. ANN., C. 40, § 123 (1935).
DICTA Vol. 28
could be found was the office of the Secretary of State. A certi-
ficate of authority was recorded only in the county of the principal
place of business of the corporation.
A lawyer examining the title to real estate of such organiza-
tion outside of Denver, had no information as to the provisions
of the certificate of incorporation available to him unless he made
a trip to Denver. Now, in every county where the non-profit cor-
poration has real estate a copy of the certificate of incorporation
will be of record.
The by-laws of a non-profit corporation may now take care
of a number of matters which formerly would have to have been
provided for in its certificate of incorporation. This obviates con-
tinually amending the certificate to meet changing situations.
Such corporations may, either in their certificate of incor-
poration, or their by-laws, now provide for the following:
(a) The number and term of office of trustees, directors, or
managers of the corporation, and the manner of their selection
or election;
(b) The officers of the corporation and their term of office
and the manner of their designation or selection;
(c) The kinds and classes of members and the rights and
privileges of each; and
(d) The authority under which conveyance or encumbrance
of all or any part of the corporate property may be made, and the
persons who shall be authorized to execute the instruments of con-
veyance or encumbrance. If not contained in the certificate of
incorporation or any amendment thereof, a certified copy of such
authority shall be recorded in each county where the corporation
owns real estate.
Either the certificate of incorporation or the by-laws may
provide the authority for the amendment of the certificate of in-
corporation, for merger with another corporation, or for the exer-
cising of any other corporate function, power, or right. Amend-
ments to the certificate of incorporation must be filed with the
Secretary of State, and recorded in the county in which such cor-
poration has real estate.
Under Section 177 of Chapter 41 there was an express pro-
vision that the non-profit corporation statute was not applicable
to religious, educational, benevolent, or charitable organizations,
and a separate procedure of incorporating such companies had
to be followed. Now such societies may be created under the new
non-profit law, or undek any other applicable law. Lawyers in
examining titles to real estate owned by religious societies, in some
instances, found that such religious organizations were purported
to be incorporated under the old non-profit law.
S.B. 324-CONCERNING ESTATES
This law re-enacts the former statute concerning petitions to
sell or mortgage real estate, and adds thereto a provision that after
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a will is admitted to probate it is only necessary to set forth in
the petition the names, residences, and post-office addresses of per-
sons to whom the real estate is devised.
Many wills make minor bequests, and under the old law every
legatee, devisee, and heir had to be notified even though they were
in no way concerned with the sale of the particular parcel of
real estate.
S. B. 325-CONCERNING REAL ESTATE
In 1929 the legislature enacted the Uniform Redemption Act
(with minor changes) then recommended by the American Bar
Association.
There was a serious question as to whether or not the old
applicable redemption statute was a part of the contract by impli-
cation of a mortgage or deed of trust executed before the change.
The decisions were not uniform on this point, and the legislature
feared to repeal the old two systems of redemeption, one applicable
to deeds of trust and the other applicable to judgments.
Twenty-two years have now passed and there is little possi-
bility of such question concerning the foreclosure of a deed of
trust or mortgage executed prior to the 1929 act arising.
This act, therefore, repeals all of the old provisions concern-
ing redemption and leaves the 1929 statute in full force and effect.
It is the only statute concerning redemption.
In addition to the sections for repeal, there are two additional
sections, one of which expressly provides that certificates of pur-
chase may be assigned, and the manner of such assignment, and
the other section re-enacts a simplified form for a deed to be issued
by the sheriff upon a sale under execution.
S.B. 327-CONCERNING TREASURER'S DEEDS
The Supreme Court in the case of Colpitts v. Fastenau, 117
Colo. 594, held that treasurer's deeds were to be liberally construed
in compliance with Section 151 of Chapter 40. Lawyers who were
required to pass upon the legality of treasurer's deeds in quiet
title actions when examining abstracts breathed a sigh of relief.
However, in the case of Tewell v. Galbraith, 119 Colo. 412, the
Supreme Court adopted a strict construction concerning notices
for application of a treasurer's deed and held by a 4 to 3 decision
that if the notice didn't literally speak the truth as to a future
event, then the treasurer's deed was void. In other words if the
treasurer in his notice said that the deed would be issued on
June 1, and for some reason the deed was not issued until June 2,
that the notice prepared months before did not speak the truth.
This statute about the notice to be given for a treasurer's deed
requires a statement in such notice as to when the deed will issue.
What does the word "issue" mean? Does it means the signing, or
does it mean delivery?
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There are many decisions both ways concerning the definition
of the word "issue". If "issue" includes "delivery", then it also
includes acknowledgment because the deed must be acknowledged
before it is delivered. The notices issued by the treasurer of the
city and county of Denver all read that they will issue at 5 p.m.
on a certain date. Three things would, therefore, have to happen
at 5 p.m. if the word "issue" includes delivery. The treasurer
would have to sign, the notary would have to acknowledge, and the
purchaser would have to be present to receive the deed-all at 5
p.m. Otherwise the deed may be void-a possibility-if our Su-
preme Court adhered to a strict construction.
This new law provides that the words "issue" and "execute"
mean the -act of signing by the treasurer. It is expressly provided
that a delay in acknowledgment and a delay in delivery shall not
affect the validity of the treasurer's deed.
S.B. 329-REGULATING APPEALS
By ordinance, under the 20th Amendment and the Charter of
the City and County of Denver, our police courts and justice courts
were converted into municipal courts. There was some doubt as
to the manner and method of taking an appeal from a municipal
court acting as a police court. The committee felt that the appellate
procedure from the police court to the county court was meager.
This new law sets up a definite procedure of how appeals are
made and perfected from a police court, whether it be denominated
a municipal court or otherwise, to the county court.
It is unnecessary to set forth the details here. However, there
are certain striking innovations which set at rest certain debated
propositions.
A person could be charged with the violation of a number of
ordinances in one complaint. It was regarded as one case. If the
defendant were acquitted on some of the charges and convicted
on others and appealed the case to the county court he found that
he had to be tried again for all violations charged, including those
of which he was acquitted in the police court.
The action brought for a violation of an ordinance is an action
for a debt. The defendant, it is claimed, owes the municipality a
certain sum for having violated an ordinance. It is not a criminal
case, yet it has nearly all the aspects of a criminal case. Under
the new law if the defendant is acquitted on any charge in the
police court he cannot be tried again in the county court, even
though he appeals the cause. The county court tries only those
charges on which he was convicted.
The old applicable provisions provided that appeals would
lie from all judgments of a police court to the county court where
a case would be tried de novo. Therefore, if a man were acquitted
on all charges in the police court the municipality could have
appealed the case and there would be no former jeopardy. The
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municipality can no longer appeal, but the right is preserved for
the city to maintain any action to construe or interpret, or deter-
mine validity of, any ordinance.
H.B. 207 & 209-REDEMPTIONS BY PERSONS
UNDER LEGAL DISABILITY
In 1947 the legislature amended Section 274 of Chapter 142
by placing a nine-year limitation from the recording of the deed
in which a person under legal disability could make a redemption.
This left Sections 262 and 265 in conflict with amended section
274 of said chapter. H.B. 207 and 209, prepared by Albert S.
Isbill of the Denver bar, made the necessary amendments so as to
eliminate any conflict concerning redemptions by persons under
legal disability.
OTHER ACTS OF INTEREST TO LAWYERS
The most substantial service performed by the Legislative
Committee was the prevention of the passage of bills which the
committee believed were ill conceived or dangerous. It would re-
quire too many pages to detail the bills stopped and the efforts and
service required by the committee. There were over a thousand
bills pending and the committee did not have sufficient time to
check all measures. There probably have been some bills passed
which may present peculiar problems in the future but that is an
inherent danger incident to a, democracy.
However, there are a few interesting changes which lawyers
should be advised about:
A director of a corporation need no longer be a stockholder.
The homestead exemption of $2,000 was increased to $5,000.
The limit for the recovery in a death action has been raised
from $5,000 to $10,000.
The provision in our probate law which prevented a fiduciary
from leasing estate property for a period longer than five years
has been amended so that there is no limit at the present time
upon the term of a lease.
The prudent fiduciary test is now the law of the State of Colo-
rado concerning investments for estate funds, and will be covered
in some detail in a future issue of Dicta.
There have been some changes in criminal laws among which
the most important is the provision which requires the accused
who pleads insanity to be tried first on the offense charged, and
if convicted, then to be afforded a trial on the issue of insanity.
Karl C. Falch and Lowell E. Richards, formerly of Holyoke,




THE LEGISLATURE AND THE JUDICIARY
COMMITTEE'S PROGRAM
PETER H. HOLME, JR.
Chairman, Judiciary Com.m ittee, Colorado Bar Association
The 1951 General Assembly being ended, it is time while the
events, accomplishments, and mistakes are fresh in our minds, to
report to the bar association on the work of the Judiciary Com-
mittee and its good helpers.
In the January issue of Dicta the program of the bar associa-
tion relating to judiciary problems was summarized and bills and
amendments as then drafted were discussed. This is the story of
what happened to that program and, as nearly as can be ascer-
tained, why.
Following the preparation of the bills in tentative form, meet-
ings of both the District Judges' Association and the County
Judges' Association were held. Because of the necessary timing
of these meetings and the desire of all concerned to have the pro-
gram agreed upon by both bench and bar, the bills were not dropped
into the hopper immediately upon convening of the legislature.
Instead they were submitted to the judges at their meetings, dis-
cussed, slightly modified, and as modified, approved by the two
associations.
Some have expressed the view that the delay of two or three
weeks in submitting the bills made it more difficult to secure their
enactment. I don't share that view, since I believe in the first
place that official approval by the judges of all courts of record
was a sine qua non to any success whatsoever. In the second place,
the period during which the delay occurred was a period when
the time of the legislators was largely consumed by organizing,
getting acquainted, and by the general rat-killing which seems to
be a part of our legislative process. Finally, I feel that if our
experience and that of others engaged in similar attempts are any
guide, the legislature acts upon the important legislation at the
end, and not the beginning of the session.
Be that as it may, and I will be the first to confess that my
judgment in these matters is prima facie wrong, the bills were
held up two or three weeks, pending approval of the judges' groups.
During that same period, however, the committees of the bar
association were not idle. Joint meetings were held between the
Legislative Committee and Judiciary Committee, the former under
the able and active leadership of Charles J. Kelly. At those meet-
ings it was decided that one person should be asked to undertake
the piloting of the program through the Legislature, so that efforts
of all could be coordinated and thus made more effective. Claude
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W. Blake, ex-senator from Denver, was the obvious choice for
this difficult, time-consuming, and somewhat thankless job. His
manner of doing that job is a great credit to him and deserves the
gratitude of not only the bar association, but also of the bench.
Meanwhile, discussions also were being held with the Chair-
man of the Judiciary Committees of both the House and Senate.
These were, respectively, Viggo H. Johnson, lawyer and member
of the Board of Governors, and Wm. Albion Carlson, also an attor-
ney and a leader in the legislature.
Following the approval of the judges, the bills were introduced.
Emphasis first was placed on those in the Senate, although dupli-
cate submissions had been made in both houses. The emphasis on
the Senate side was based on the belief of all concerned that the
bills once passed in the Senate, would have relatively smooth sail-
ing in the House, though the converse might not be true. However,
as with many of our preconceptions, this approach turned out to
be wrong.
The bills having been moved into the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, a joint lunch and afternoon meeting of the House and
Senate committees was arranged, at which the entire program
was explained in detail. This turned out to be a valuable meeting,
although it was but a small start. Following this meeting, Claude
Blake, Charles Kelly and I were in fairly constant attendance,
but after two or three weeks it became apparent that there was
little likelihood of initial success in the Senate.
THE HEARING BEFORE THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
Difficulty had arisen from several sources. First, one of the
Supreme Court Judges dissented from the views of his colleagues
who approved the program, and appeared before the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee to make that fact known. Word of his request
to be heard reached the members of the Senate committee inter-
ested in securing enactment of the program in time for them to
request another Judge of the Supreme Court also to appear and
to express the majority view. In addition, former Chief Justice
Haslett P. Burke was kind enough to respond to an invitation by
the committee, and to express his views-primarily favorable to
the program. Nevertheless, the Senate committee apparently felt
that there was some dissension among the members of the court
and accordingly lent their inertia to the mountain already build-
ing up.
About this time it was learned that before many of our bills
could reach the floor, the Finance Committee of the Senate had
to pass favorably upon them. Thus it became necessary to explain
the program to the members of that committee, who, of course,
were being harassed on all sides by proponents and opponents of
the scores of bills involving potential expenditures of state moneys.
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Despite all efforts, therefore, things were reaching an impasse
in the Senate. All this was further complicated by the attitude
of one key senator who misunderstood the purpose of the judges'
salary bill and felt that only the proposed constitutional amend-
ment (permitting immediately effective salary changes for judges)
should be passed, and only in the event of its adoption by the
people in 1952 should the legislature later pass any salary bill for
judges whatsoever.
Turning then to the House, it was found that through the
quiet but most capable work of Representatives V. H. Johnson
and Carter, the bills had fared far better and were reported favor-
ably from the Judiciary Committee and the Fees and Salaries Com-
mittee to the Rules Committee. The Rules Committee, of course,
is the key committee in the House and consequently must consider
and decide whether to report out a vast amount of proposed legis-
lation. The difficulty that was experienced in having the bar bills
reported out of that committee was attributable in a large part
simply to the volume of work and pressure under which that com-
mittee works. In any event, due principally to the work of Repre-
sentatives Johnson and Carter, the salary bills, the expense bill
(giving travelling judges reimbursement for actual expenses in-
curred) and the amendment were reported out, and passed by
the House.
REDUCED SALARY INCREASES APPROVED
At the same time, the Finance Committee of the Senate re-
ported out, and the Senate passed, the same expense bill, together
with a salary bill cutting down considerably on the recommenda-
tions but still granting a very substantial raise over the present
figure (e.g. Supreme Court from $6500 and $7500 to $8500, dis-
trict courts from $6000 to $7500, and county courts approximately
20% increase). The House on the other hand passed the salary
bills which had been introduced without change in recommended
amounts. The House had also, at about the last week, passed the
constitutional amendment. This amendment had overcome the
difficulty of passing in the face of the rule which limits the num-
ber of amendments which can be put on one ballot.
Going into the last four or five days of the session, therefore,
the status was this:
House: Passed amendment.
Passed original salary bill.
Passed expense bill.
Ready for favorable action on judicial department
bill, but minus any extra compensation for depart-
mental judges-an unfeasible and unworkable plan.
Justice court abolition bill dead.




Judicial department bill and justice court abolition
bill dead.
It was thus apparent that compromise was essential to get
anything passed by both houses. Notice of a proposed assault on
House salary bill had already been served in the Senate-in fact,
nothing but the careful work of Senator Carlson had gotten any
salary bill through the Senate, in view of the previously mentioned
and unshakable misunderstanding of one senator. It appeared,
therefore, that if the House salary bill were pressed in the Senate,
thus reopening the salary question for further maneuvering there,
it was doomed to defeat. On the other hand, the Senate's salary
bill was fairly sure to pass in the House, since the House had
already assented to a greater increase.
The obvious answer, therefore, was to press the Senate salary
and expense bills in the House, and the House constitutional amend-
ment in the Senate. To make a very long story very short, that
was successfully done.
The reform measures (the judicial department bill and the
justice court abolition bill) died a-borning. This is unfortunate
but far from fatal.
THE PROGRAM FOR THE FUTURE
The salary bill and the expense bill are big steps, but far from
the last, along the road of restoring our judges to their proper
status. More important, perhaps, from the long range standpoint,
is the constitutional amendment which, if adopted by the people
in 1952, will eliminate from future judicial reform programs any
accusation of subterfuge or unconstitutionality. It is that accusa-
tion and its implications, however unfounded, that in my humble
judgment, ruined the judicial department bill, the judicial council
bill of 1949, the justice court bill, and many other proposals of a
wise and progressive nature. If the constitutional amendment is
passed these other measures may be considered on their merits,
instead of on the prejudices of a few laymen who write and talk
as experts in the field of constitutional law.
Finally, L would recommend that this bar association join
with the American Bar Association and others in the attempt to
discover what many of our clients already know-the art of secur-
ing enactment of a legislative program. The best program in the
world-a draft of the most enlightened, the most efficient, progres-
sive and worthwhile reform measures is not worth the paper it is
written on until it is written in the statutes. I suggest we, as
lawyers, should find out how this goal may be attained.
Hyman A. Goodstein has removed his law office from the
E. & C. Bldg. to 205 Flat Iron Bldg., 1669 Broadway, Denver.
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THE NEW COLORADO TRADE-MARK LAW-
ITS PRACTICAL EFFECT
By H. B. VAN VALKENBURGH III
Chairman, Patent Section, Colorado Bar Association
On April 2, 1951, Governor Thornton signed Senate Bill No.
323,' which will become law 90 days thereafter, or on July 2, 1951.
This new trade-mark law appears to be a considerable improve-
ment over the previous Colorado law relating to the registration
of trade-marks." Much credit is due to the members of the legis-
lature who introduced and secured passage of the bill,-, to Mr.
Victor Bloom, Assistant Secretary of State, and to the members
of the Trade-Mark Committee -1 of the Patent Section of the Colo-
rado Bar Association.
While there are a number of innovations in the Colorado law,
these correspond generally to provisions already found useful in
the Federal law on the registration of trade-marks.5 The scope of
the present discussion will be directed primarily toward the prac-
tical effect of the new Colorado law on the advice, opinions, or
action of the general practitioner.
RENEWAL OF REGISTRATIONS
To those lawyers whose clients already have trade-mark regis-
trations, a provision of considerable interest is that relating to
the renewal of registrations. It requires a registration which was
previously in effect to be renewed within six months prior to expira-
tion, which is ten years after the original registration, or one year
after July 2, 1951, whichever date is later. The Secretary of State
is required to notify all registrants of trade-marks under previ-
ous acts of their date of expiration, by writing to the last known
address of the registrants, if available. Since the original regis-
trants often did not furnish complete addresses, or the original
addresses are no longer accurate, it appears that some of the
notices may not be received. It is therefore desirable that every
)wner of a prior registration make sure that the proper renewal
is effected.
CANCELLATION OF REGISTRATIONS
Another new provision is that relating to the cancellation of
registrations. In general, the law is drawn so that registrations
of marks which would not be valid at common law can be cancelled.
I Introduced by Senators Carlson, (heever and Henry.
C' OiO. STAT. ANN., c. 165. §§ 1-20 inel. (1935).
The corresponding bill in the House of fleprescntatives was H. 1. 349. introduced
Iy 1epresentatives Hays and art, for which the Senate bill was substituted after
passage by the Senate.
Carle Whitehead, Charles B. Messenger, and Robert G. Bonham.
15 U.S.C. c. 22; also known as the Lanharn Act, Public Law 489, 79th Congress.
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In connection with marks which may be merely descriptive, or
deceptively misdescriptive of the goods in words or symbols of
common or trade usage, or marks which are primarily geographical,
or primarily merely a surname, provision has been made for the
acquisition of a so-called "secondary meaning" by such marks
through substantially exclusive and continuous use for a period
of five years preceding the date of the action for cancellation. This
latter can be an important factor, since if an action for cancella-
tion is delayed for too long a period of time, then the five years
may have expired. Of course, if your client is using the same term
or mark, then the use by the registrant would not have been ex-
clusive. In this connection, it would appear desirable to preserve
records relating to the use of trade-marks, so as to be able to prove
a date of early use, a point which will also be touched upon later
in connection with the adoption and registration of marks.
WHERE CONFUSION BETWEEN STATE AND U. S. MARKS
A further provision relating to cancellation is of interest in
connection with a situation in which someone else, not the regis-
trant in Colorado, has registered a confusingly similar mark in
the United States Patent Office. The cancellation provision of the
Colorado law, relative to this question, provides certain safeguards
for a bona fide user in Colorado, who adopted and used the mark
in Colorado before he had an opportunity to learn of the possible
prior use elsewhere by the United States registrant. Thus, the
date of first use in this state by the state registrant is made an
important date, since a United States Patent Office registration
can be used for cancellation purposes against the Colorado registra-
tion only under certain circumstances. These are the situations
in which the United States registration application was filed prior
to the date of first use in Colorado by the Colorado registrant, or
the United States registration is for a mark which has been law-
fully used in Colorado or had become known in Colorado prior to
the date of first use by the Colorado registrant, or the Colorado
registrant adopted the mark with actual knowledge of the prior
use by the United States registrant elsewhere and upon the goods
specified in the United States registration. The intent of this pro-
vision is to prevent someone who uses the mark, say, in interstate
commerce between Pawtucket, R. I., and Revere Beach, Mass., and
upon the basis of such interstate use, many years later obtains
a United States registration. Obviously, if in the meantime some-
one in Colorado who could not have reasonably known of the use
by the U. S. registrant (unless, of course, the U. S. registrant
shipped goods into Colorado or advertised in Colorado so that his
mark became known in Colorado), has adopted and used the same
mark in Colorado, the Colorado user should have prior right to
the mark in Colorado.
A further ground of cancellation is that the registered mark
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has become incapable of serving as a trade-mark, i.e., it has become
the common and accepted name of the particular goods upon
which the mark is used. "Aspirin" is one example of a particular
product which became known by the name which had previously
been used as the trade-mark for it, and the name became common
property.
In connection with the cancellation of a registered mark, pro-
vision is made for the appointment of the Secretary of State as
agent for service of process, if the applicant (which includes reg-
istrant) be or shall become a non-resident, or foreign corporation
not licensed to do business in Colorado, or cannot be found in
Colorado. This provision simplifies the problem of obtaining serv-
ice on a registrant, but with respect to registrations now in effect,
it will probably be necessary to go through other procedures in
obtaining service. Nevertheless, by waiting until one year after
the act goes into effect, a previous registration will expire unless
renewed, and if renewed it is expected that the renewal application
will contain a similar provision for service. Thus, if the registra-
tion which your client wishes to have cancelled is more than ten
years old, then it may be desirable to wait until one year after
July 2, 1951, since it may be automatically cancelled by failure to
renew, thus removing the necessity for bringing a cancellation
proceeding.
An additional ground for cancellation, which will probably be
applicable in numerous instances, is that the mark has been aban-
doned. This involves a question of fact, but the generally accepted
rule of law on this matter is that non-use of the mark, accompanied
with intent to abandon, constitutes abandonment. Each particu-
lar situation, of course, will probably involve a slightly different
set of facts, but non-use for a long period of time is generally held
to constitute abandonment, with intent presumed if not proven.
Of course, some consideration must be given to the particular facts
involved, such as a legal impediment to the sale of the goods, since
the owners of trade-marks for alcoholic liquors, for instance, were
held not to have abandoned their marks during the period of
prohibition.
ADOPTION OF MARK
It often happens that a client is expanding his business, or
is going into business, and wishes to adopt a trade-mark for either
a new type or class of goods, or the type or class of goods which
he is first offering for sale. To advise a client as to whether or not
a particular mark should be adopted, with the purpose of obtain-
ing a valid registration in Colorado, it is necessary primarily to
consider only the following:
(1) Is the same or a similar mark in use at the present time
in Colorado, or used recently and not abandoned, by someone else?
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(2) Has an application for registration of the same or similar
mark been filed in the United States Patent Office?
The former can be answered by investigation of the stores
or other places at which goods in the same class are sold in Colo-
rado, and the latter by a simple and inexpensive search through
the records of the U. S. Patent Office. These two investigations
will take care of 90 percent of the situations which would prob-
ably arise in connection with a later cancellation proceeding, if
the Colorado registration is obtained. Of course, there are other
requirements for a valid mark, such as that it not comprise im-
moral, deceptive or scandalous matter, comprise the flag or coat
of arms or other insignia of the United States or a state or foreign
nation, or the name, signature or portrait of any living individual
without his consent, or that it is capable of serving as a trade-
mark, i.e., is not the commonly accepted name of the goods.
PRESERVE EVIDENCE OF FIRST USE
Whenever a new mark is adopted, it is desirable to preserve
evidence of the use of the mark, since it may be necessary and
important, some years later, to be able to prove the first use of
the mark. Samples of the labels first used should be preserved;
also, wherever practicable, photographs of the labels on the goods
themselves should be taken, and the photographs should be dated,
signed and witnessed, both by the user of the mark and by the
person who took the photographs. Orders, sales slips, bills of
lading, and the like should also be preserved, and the trade-mark
name of the goods should be included therein. It is sometimes
helpful to ship one or more of the articles by mail, with the trade-
mark appearing on the wrapper, i.e., "This package contains
WHIFFENPOOF bolts and nuts." When mailed, the post-office
clerk will usually be sufficiently accommodating to place the post
office stamp over the trade-mark itself, and the addressee can
then be requested to return the wrapper. The wrapper thus will
be evidence that a package, on the wrapper of which the trade-
mark appeared, was sent to the addressee on the date of the post
mark.
It is to be noted that service marks are now registrable in
Colorado, as is also the case under the Federal act. Examples of
service marks which have been registered under the Federal act
are those of life insurance companies, railways, airlines, truck lines,
photographic agencies, advertising agencies, radio program agen-
cies, and the like.
William R. Young and Edward J. McHugh have announced
the opening of offices at 924 Broadway, Denver, having taken over
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Adams, John N., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Adams, Theodore J., 1700 E. 17th Ave.
Akolt, John P., Telephone Bldg.
Akolt, John P., Jr., Telephone Bldg.
Allen, Worth, Majestic Bldg.
Allison, Chris J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ammons, Teller, Midland Savings Bldg.
Amter, Joseph A., University Bldg.
Anderson, Martin E., E. & C. Bldg.
Anderson, S. T., E. & C. Bldg.
Anfenger, Milton L., Symes' Bldg.
Appel, Walter M., Symes Bldg.
Appleton, David 0., Cooper Bldg.
Arnold, Frazer, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Arthur, L. James, Equitable Bldg.
Atkinson, Willard L., 260 So. Garfield
Atler, Noah A., Equitable Bldg.
Baer, Charles A., Colo. Natl. Bank
Baker, E. A. Howard, Jr., 1st Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Ball, Ralph, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ballou, Walter A., Majestic Bldg.
Bannister, L. Ward, Equitable Bldg.
Banta, Richard L., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Bardwell, Rodney J., Jr., 1st Natl. Bank Bldg.
Barker, C. Clyde, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Barry, Hamlet, Gas & Electric Bldg.
Bartholic, C. L., Equitable Bldg.
Bate, Harold T., 1421 Court Place
Baum, Nathan Lee, Equitable Bldg.
Beal, Leonard L., University Bldg.
Beck, Bernard L., 1711 Calif. St.
Beck, John P., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Beise, Charles J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Bell, Emery J., 700 Birch St.
Benedict, Mitchell, Majestic Bldg.
Bennett, Charles E., E. & C. Bldg.
Benton, William C., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Berenbaum, Joseph, Equitable Bldg.
Berenbaum, Mandel, Equitable Bldg.
Berger, Milton, E. & C. Bldg.
Berman, Hyman, University Bldg.
Berman, Sam, University Bldg.
Black, William A., City and County Bldg.
Blackman, R. H., Sr., 1513 Tremont P1.
Blake, Claude W., E. & C. Bldg.
Blake, Milton E., Colorado Bldg.
Blake, Milton J., 656 Albion St.
Bloeser, Richard H., Midland Savings Bldg.
Blood, Walter W., University Bldg.
Blout, G. Dexter, 1325 Glenarm St.
Bonham, Robert G., 2433 S. Columbine St.
Bosworth, Robert G., Equitable Bldg.
Bottone, Silvio H., 1240 Cook St.
Bowman, Don D., Equitable Bldg.
Bowman, G. Walter, 743 Glencoe St.
Boyle, H. M., 1531 Stout St.
Bozeman, Osborne Ben, Majestic Bldg.
Branch, William L., Majestic Bldg.
Brandenburg, S. C., 164 S. Fairfax
Brauns, Karl C., 1513 Tremont P1.
Bray, Ross, Equitable Bldg.
Breitenstein, Jean S., Symes Bldg.
Brewster, Guy K., University Bldg.
Brinker, W. C., U. S. Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Brock, Elmer L., Jr., Telephone Bldg.
Brofman, David, City and County Bldg.
Bromley, Charles, Midland Savings Bldg.
Brooks, A. S., U. S. Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Brown, Anna Marie, Equitable Bldg.
Brown, Francis W., 7400 E. 17th Ave.
Brown, Onalee, E. & C. Bldg.
Brown, Richard P., International Trust Co.
Brown, T. D., International Trust Co.
Bryans, William A., IIl., G. & E. Bldg.
Buchler, Bernice M., Midland Savings Bldg.
Buckles, Raymond D., 505 18th St.
Bugdanowitz, Robert, Majestic Bldg.
*In armed forces.
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Burger, James M., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Burke, Haslett P., 1370 Grant St.
Burke, James T., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Burnett, Myron H., Midland Savings Bldg.
Burney, Philip G., 1555 Jasmine St.
Calderwood, Wayne D., University Bldg.
Caldwell, Fred S., Equitable Bldg.
Calkins, H. Harold, Majestic Bldg.
Campbell, E. R., Telephone Bldg.
Campbell, Leonard M., Equitable Bldg.
Campbell, Wallis L., Telephone Bldg.
Canjar, George A., 4476 Pennsylvania St.
Carbone, Arthur S. W., 1100 Wazee St.
Carpenter, Roy R., 1903 Elm St.
Carpenter, W. Clayton, Int. Trust Bldg.
Carr, Robert F., 4605 Highline Place
Carraher, Bernard B., Midland Savings Bldg.
Carroll, John A., Equitable Bldg.
Cass, Walter 0., Colorado Bldg.
Cassidy, Arthur, Midland Savings Bldg.
Charlton, R. D., E. & C. Bldg.
Chisen, Jacob H., C. A. Johnson Bldg.
Chutkow, Samuel, Equitable Bldg.
Clanahan, Barkley L., Equitable Bldg.
Clark, Henry H., 636 Vine St.
Clark, Paul M., Equitable Bldg.
Clifford, Donald F., Majestic Bldg.
Cline, Carl, E. & C. Bldg.
Cline, Foster, E. & C. Bldg.
Cobb, Norman E., E. & C. Bldg.
Cochran, Harvey B., 2275 S. Monroe St.
Cockrell, Richard C., P.O. Box 1320
Coen, John R., Equitable Bldg.
Cogburn, Elmer P., Security Bldg.
Coggan, Hyman A., Security Life Bldg.
Cohen, Albert, E. & C. Bldg.
Cohn, William L., Midland Savings Bldg.
Colt, Darwin D., Majestic Bldg.
Cole, A. G., 104 Broadway
Cole, Ralph A. 104 Broadway
Collier, Malcolm E., Colo. Nati. Bank Bldg.
Collier, Robert, Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Commins, Robert E., 1928 S. Jackson St.
Comstock, Norma L., Equitable Bldg.
Conly, Edgar F., Majestic Bldg.
Conner, J. Vincent, 2521 Dexter St.
Conry, Frank H., E. & C. Bldg.
Constantine, Joseph P., Midland Savings Bldg.
Cook, Joseph E., City and County Bldg.
Cook, Marvin V., 1406 Larimer St.
Cory, Charles F., Majestic Bldg.
Costello, Hazel M., E. & C. Bldg.
Cowell, F. Wesley, 821 W. 8th Ave.
Crager, Burton, Majestic Bldg.
Crandell, Ralph E., Majestic Bldg.
Cranston, Frederick P., Equitable Bldg.
Craven, Joseph A., Symes Bldg.
Creamer, George L., Equitable Bldg.
Creamer, Nathan H., Equitable Bldg.
Crispelle, Stanleigh C., Majestic Bldg.
Crowley, Leo J., Equitable Bldg.
Currier, George W., 1121 Willow St.
Daly, Glenn L., E. & C. Bldg.
Daniels, Phillip X., 2625 Walnut St.
Danks, Raymond B., Majestic Bldg.
Darden, Robert H., P.O. Box 2210
*Davies, Robert S., Majestic Bldg.
Davis, Dorothy M., 101 Lafayette St.
Davis, Harry C., Equitable Bldg.
Davis, Richard M., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Davis, Sam Frank, Symes Bldg.
*Davison, Robert P., Rocky Mtn. Arsenal
Dawson, Clyde C., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Day, Edward C., City and County Bldg.
Day, James B., Colorado Natl. Bank
Deardorff, Charles M., E. & C. Bldg.
Dees, Tedford C., 2862 Jasmine St.
Delaney, James J., Equitable Bldg.
Denious, Dayton, Equitable Bldg.
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Denious, Wilbur F., Equitable Bldg.
Denious, Wilbur F., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Dick, Lewis A., Equitable Bldg.
Dick, Robert A., 931 14th St.
Dickerson, F. E., Symes Bldg.
Dickson, J. M., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Dingman, William T., E. & C. Bldg.
Dolan, Joseph F., 3005 E. 14th Ave.
Dominick, Peter H., Equitable Bldg.
Donaldson, Glenn, Majestic Bldg.
Dorsey, Montgomery, International Trust Bldg.
Douglas, Franklin C., 1118 E. 8th Ave.
Downing, Richard, Equitable Bldg.
Downing, Warwick M., Equitable Bldg.
Doyle, James D., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Doyle, Win. E., Symes Bldg.
Draper, Cecil, Tramway Bldg.
Drath, L. H., First Natt. Bank Bldg.
Drexler, Stanley L., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Dunbar, Duke W., State Capitol Bldg.
Duncan, Blanche E., International Trust Bldg.
Dunklee, Edward V., E. & C. Bldg.
Dunklee, George F., E. & C. Bldg.
*Dupler, James R., 924 Broadway
Dye, Peter L., 4443 Vallejo St.
Eaton, Samuel J., Equitable Bldg.
Eddy, W. Russel, E. & C. Bldg.
Edison, M. 0., Symes Bldg.
Edwards, Win. G., Midland Savings Bldg.
Embree, Win. D., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Engler, Bernard E. M., Majestic Bldg.
Enos, Charles R., Midland Savings Bldg.
Epstein, Theodore, Symes Bldg.
Erickson, A. X., University Bldg.
Erickson, Howard E., Kittredge Bldg.
Erickson, Lennart T., Midland Savings Bldg.
Evans, E. B., Symes Bldg.
Evans, George T., Equitable Bldg.
Evans, John M., Equitable Bldg.
Fairchild, James E., Jr., 2106 Broadway
Fairfield, Golding, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Farr, Karl W., Equitable Bldg.
Farrar, Fred, Security Bldg.
Farrar, Frederick M., Security Bldg.
Feder, Harry A., University Bldg.
Feldman, Herman H., E. & C. Bldg.
Ferguson, John L., Equitable Bldg.
Fetzer, Frank L., Midland Savings Bldg.
Fitzpatrick, John E., Majestic Bldg.
Flanigan, James, Hawkins Bldg.
Forsyth, Wesley W., 2660 Ivanhoe St.
Fowler, Ernest B., E. & C. Bldg.
Frantz, Albert T., E. & C. Bldg.
Frazin, Samuel J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Freeman, Eliot N., E. & C. Bldg.
Freeman, Willard H., E. & C. Bldg.
Friedrich, Julius M., Equitable Bldg.
Fuller, Pierpont, Jr., Symes Bldg.
Fundingsland, E. L., 2872 Jasmine St.
Gallegos, Bert A., E. & C. Bldg.
Garbutt. Newton C., State Capitol Bldg.
Garwood, Milton C., Equitable Bldg.
Gee, Robert L., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Geer, Edward 0., Kittredge Bldg.
Geissinger, James D., Sym es Bldg.
Gelt, Louis E., Security Life Bldg.
George, Ora H., Equitable Bldg.
Gibson, Otis J., Rio Grande Bldg.
Gilbert, Arnold R., 1717 E. Colfax
Gilchrist, Hart D., Equitable Bldg.
Gilliam, Philip B., City and County Bldg.
Gilliam, Thomas A., P.O. Bldg.
Ginsberg, Julius I., Majestic Bldg.
Ginsberg, Samuel S., Equitable Bldg.
Ginsberg, Victor B., Denham Bldg.
Girscb, Solomon, University Bldg.
Gleaves, Milnor E., E. & C. Bldg.
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Godsman, Sidney P., Majestic Bldg.
Goldberg, Samuel M., Symes Bldg.
Golden, Nathan I., E. & C. Bldg.
Goldsmith, Paul, E. & C. Bldg.
Goldstein, Gilbert, Majestic Bldg.
Goodstein, Hyman A., Flatiron Bldg.
Goree, James L., Equitable Bldg.
Gorsuch, John E., Equitable Bldg.
Gould, Albert J., Security Bldg.
Graham, Charles A., Symes Bldg.
Graham, Donald S., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Graham, Jack L., 1044 W. 14th Ave.
Grant, Frank L., 110 Jackson St.
Grant, William, Equitable Bldg.
Grant, W. W., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Gregg, Philip G., Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Gregory, A. C., C. A. Johnson Bldg.
Gregory, Stanford W., 104 Broadway
Griffin, Omer L., Symes Bldg.
Griffith, Benjamin, University Bldg.
Griffith, John L., Midland Savings Bldg.
Griffith, Mary C., Midland Savings Bldg.
Grimes, Irving, Equitable Bldg.
Grossman, Sydney H., Security Life Bldg.
Grover, Charles E., Equitable Bldg.
Groves, Charles H., Continental Oil Bldg.
Hafertepen, Charles J., 4522 E. Colfax Ave.
Haggott, Warren A., 1271 Marion St.
Haines, Charles H., Sr., City and County Bldg.
Haines, Charles H., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Haines, Robert T., Majestic Bldg.
Hall, Richard D., Equitable Bldg.
Hallen, Billie, E. & C. Bldg.
Hamburg, Alfred J., G. & E. Bldg.
Hames, Eugene S., City and County Bldg.
*Hammond, James Q., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Hannen, Justin D., Symes Bldg.
Harding, Fred W., E. & C. Bldg.
Harper, G. William, 74 Broadway
Harrington, Mark H., Equitable Bldg.
Harrington, Martin J., University Bldg.
Harris, J. Ramsay, Equitable Bldg.
Hart, John L. J., Equitable Bldg.
Hart, Louis I., Denver Natl. Bank Bldg.
Hart, Stephen, Equitable Bldg.
Hartman, Cecil A., Capitol Hill Bank Bldg.
Haskell, Charles A., Majestic Bldg.
Haskell, Floyd K., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
*Hassett, Charles E., 3026 Clermont St.
Hawkins, Horace N., Jr., E. & C. Bldg.
*Hawley, Robert C., Equitable Bldg.
Hays, Frank L., State Capitol Bldg.
Hays, Frank L., Jr., California Bldg.
Hazlitt, Win. H., Equitable Bldg.
Hearnsberger, Carl C., 633 Gilpin St.
Heath, R. J., State Capitol Bldg.
Hellerstein, Louis A.. University Bldg.
Henderson, Howard R., Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Henderson, James S., Equitable Bldg.
Henrichs, Leo F., University Bldg.
Henry, Hubert D., Majestic Bldg.
Henry, Lawrence M., Symes Bldg.
Henry, S. Arthur, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Hentzell, Paul A., Midland Savings Bldg.
Hickey, Frank E.. E. & C. Bldg.
Hickiscb, John R., Equitable Bldg.
Hicks, H. Allyn, Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Hiester, Clifton B., Jr., 1630 Stout St.
Hilliard, Benjamin C., State Capitol Bldg.
Hilliard, Benjamin C., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Hindry, H. R., University Bldg.
Hinkley. H. Lawrence, Majestic Bldg.
Hodges, Joseph G.. Equitable Bldg.
Hodges, Paul V., Jr., 2812 E. Colfax Ave.
Hodges, W. V., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Hodges, William V., Equitable Bldg.
Hoelzer, C. Edward, Railway Exch. Bldg.
Hoffman, Abe L., Majestic Bldg.
Hoffman, Jack R., 3909 Umatilla St.
DICTA
Hoffman, James R., 2503 Dahlia St.
Holland, Alex B., Midland Savings Bldg.
Holland, Fred N., 1925 Forest St.
Holland, J. G., Equitable Bldg.
Holland, Robert E., Majestic Bldg.
Holme, Peter H., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Holme, Peter H., Jr., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Holt, M. B., Jr., Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Horan, William P., Midland Savings Bldg.
Hornbein, Philip, Jr., Symes Bldg.
Hornbein, Philip, Sr., Symes Bldg.
How, David F., Jr., State Capitol Annex
Howard, Winston S., Equitable Bldg.
Howell, Walter W., 900 15th St.
Hower, Earl J., E. & C. Bldg.
Hudson, Grant, Security Life Bldg.
Huffman, Kenaz, 1960 Forest Parkway
Hughes, Gerald, International Trust Bldg.
Hunt, Lowell D., University Bldg.
Hunt, Ruth, Flatiron Bldg.
Hupp, Paul M., Majestic Bldg.
Hurt, Willson, 211 15th St.
Hutton, William E., Capitol Life Bldg.
Hyman, Stanford L., Symes Bldg.
Iacoponelli, John, Majestic Bldg.
Ingham, Irena Sweet, 1200 Penn. St.
Ireland, Clarence L., Midland Savings Bldg.
Ireland, Gail L., Midland Savings Bldg.
Irwin, Royal R., University Bldg.
Isaaeson, Louis G., E. & C. Bldg.
Isbill, Albert S., Midland Savings Bldg.
Jackson, Win. S., State Capitol Bldg.
Jacobs, James F., E. & C. Bldg.
Jacobs, Sidney S., E. & C. Bldg.
Jacobucci, Jean J. Majestic Bldg.
James, J. Colin, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Janecek, Milton G., International Trust Co.
January, Samuel M., Equitable Bldg.
Jersin, Edward, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
*Johnson, Earl H., 3346 Milwaukee St.
Johnson, Loran A., 1127 Cook St.
Johnson, Robert M., Equitable Bldg.
Johnson, Samuel W., Symes Bldg.
Johnson, Stanley H., Tramway Bldg.
Johnson, William D., Symes Bldg.
Johnston, Gordon, 211 15th St.
Jones, Marion Fay, Denham Bldg.
Kal, Frederick M., Kittredge Bldg.
Kay, Gerald A., 2812 E. Colfax Ave.
Keating, Bert M., West Side Court Bldg.
Keegan, Milton J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Keely, Thomas, International Trust Bldg.
Keller, Alex Stephen, E. & C. Bldg.
Kelley, Donald E., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Kellogg, Hugh B., 1421 Court Place
Kellogg, John S., Midland Savings Bldg.
Kellogg, Thomas, 1038 Pennsylvania St.
Kelly, Charles J., G. & E. Bldg.
Kelly, George J. M., 201 Race St.
Kelly, John F., Equitable Bldg.
Kenehan, Grace, Symes Bldg.
Kentor, Charles, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ketring, Vernon V., Midland Savings Bldg.
Kettering, C. Edgar, International Trust Co.
King, Harold G., Symes Bldg.
King, Harold T., Majestic Bldg.
King, Harry A., Majestic Bldg.
Kingsley, Robert T., Midland Savings Bldg.
Kinney, Stevens Park, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Kirgis, Frederic L., Equitable Bldg.
Kirschwing, Robert J., Equitable Bldg.
Kistler, Kirby F., First Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Klahr, Edward Z., Equitable Bldg.
Klingsmith, Philip C., Jr., Majestic Bldg.
Knauss, Francis J., City and County Bldg.
Knight, Merrill A., Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Knous, W. L., Post Office Bldg.
*In armed forces.
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Knowles, Clayton D., Denver Natl. Bank Bldg.
Knowles, Edward G., International Trust Bldg.
Kobey, Nathan R., Equitable Bldg.
Koger, William R., Box 6524, Stockyards Sta.
Kramer, Floyd W., Symes Bldg.
Krauss, Arthur W., P.O. Box 1320
Kuhlman, John B., Symes Bldg.
Lakusta, Nicholas, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Lamphere, P. H., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Landy, Hyman D., University Bldg.
Larwill, Langdon H., Equitable Bldg.
Lathrop, Mary F., Equitable Bldg.
Laughlin, Glenn A., 3865 Lowell Blvd.
Lauterbach, Robert A., U. S. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Lee, A. A., University Bldg.
Lee, Paul W., G. & E. Bldg.
Lehman, Ruth G., 250 Eudora St.
Lentz, Hover T., Equitable Bldg.
Lerg, George H., E. & C. Bldg.
Lesher, Donald M., Midland Savings Bank
*Lewis, C. J., 2220 Magnolia St.
Lewis, Mason A., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Lilly, Joseph N., University Bldg.
Lilyard, F. R., 1641 Hudson St.
Lindner, Irving P., Equitable Bldg.
Lindsey, Malcolm, Equitable Bldg.
Lindsley, Henry S., City and County Bldg.
Lininger, Virgil A., 1404 Tremont Place
Linville, Lorenzo W., 1650 Grant St.
Littell, Duane 0., Majestic Bldg.
Little, Peter J., Security Bldg.
Loeb, Ralph, Symes Bldg.
Lombardi, Dominic T., 4448 Hooker St.
Long, Lawrence A., Symes Bldg.
Ludlam, Lila I., University Bldg.
Lungren, A. Marvin, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Lutz, A. M., Symes Bldg.
Lutz, Henry E., 1420 Logan St.
Luxford, Richard G., Symes Bldg.
Lynch, Frank P., Jr., Majestic Bldg.
Macintosh, Kenneth M., E. & C. Bldg.
Madden, Eugene J., Jr., Symes Bldg.
Maer, Claude M., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Maker, Joseph, Symes Bldg.
Malone, Douglas J., 1700 E. 17th Ave.
Mancini, Francis S., Majestic Bldg.
Marsh, Thompson, 1416 Court Pl.
Marshall, Samuel E., 1521 Clarkson St.
Martin, Caldwell, Colo. Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Martin, Sidney A., Equitable Bldg.
Mason, Shields, Equitable Bldg.
Matteson, James N., 1300 E. Colfax Ave.
Mattson, A. B., Symes Bldg.
MazzuIla, Fred M., Symes Bldg.
McAllister, Henry, Equitable Bldg.
McCarthy, Thomas E., Equitable Bldg.
McCay, B. B., Capitol Life Bldg.
McClain, W. David, Equitable Bldg.
McComb, Edgar, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
MeCreery, Donald C., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
McDougal, Robert L., Majestic Bldg.
McGee, Grant E., 1513 Tremont P1.
McGlone, William F., Symes Bldg.
McGrew, Donald C., Continental Oil Bldg.
McGrew, William A., Security Bldg.
McHendrie, Douglas, Equitable Bldg.
McHugh, Edward J., 924 Broadway
McKee, David J., Symes Bldg.
McKinlay, Donald C., Equitable Bldg.
McLaughlin, Frank, P.O. Bldg.
McMullin, Bentley M., First NatI. Bank Bldg.
McNally, John J., 1343 Milwaukee St.
McNamara, George M., West Side Court
McWilliams, Robert H., Majestic Bldg.
Meadoff, Harold L., 1711 California St.
Means, Robert D., Midland Savings Bldg.
Means, W. Richard, Midland Savings Bldg.
Meer, Earl Jule, 549 Broadway
Meer, Julius, E. & C. Bldg.
May, 1951 DICTA
Mellman, Isaac. Midland Savings Bldg.
Menhennett, Glenn F.. 1513 Tremont PI.
Menin. Samuel D.. E. & C. Bldg.
Mesch. Robert W.. Majestic Bldg.
Messenger. Charles I., Security Blg.
Metzger, John W., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Metzner, Arch L., Jr., 1905 Jasmine St.
Miles, Floyd F., 1002 S. Ogden St.
Miller, Edward, University Bldg.
Miller, J. Donald, University Bldg.
Miller, J. Howard, 1240 Sherman St.
Miller, Victor A., Cooper Bldg.
Miller, Win. B., Chamber of Commerce Bldg.
Milliken, E. D., First NatI. Bank Bldg.
Mills, Clifford W., 1854 Calif. St.
Mitchell, Robert S.. Equitable Bldg.
Mitchem, Allen P., 1416 Court Pl.
Moch, Robert B., 118 Ash St.
Modesitt, Leland E., City and County Bldg.
Montgomery, Roy E., G. & E. Bldg.
Moore, Allen, Majestic Bldg.
Moore. Hudson, Equitable Bldg.
Moore, Isaac E., 436 26th St.
Moore, 0. Otto, State Capitol Bldg.
Moran, J. R., Continental Oil Bldg.
More, Robert E., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Morris, Arthur M., First Natl. Bldg.
Morris, C. Milton, Midland Savings Bldg.
Morris, Milton, University Bldg.
Morris, Percy S., Security Life Bldg.
Morrissey, John, Symes Bldg.
Morrissey, Thomas J., Symes Bldg.
Mosko, Joseph, University Bldg.
Mosko, Marvin T., 774 Broadway
Motisher, Chas. S., Jr., 1711 Calif. St.
Mueller, John F., Midland Savings Bldg.
Muller, Victor C., E. & C. Bldg.
Mundt, Herman A., Jr., 2620 Wolff St.
Munz, Charles J., Symes Bldg.
Murray, Joseph H., E. & C. Bldg.
Mussey, J. Miller, Republic Bldg.
Myer, Erskine R., Equitable Bldg.
Myers, Byron M., 1395 S. Steele St.
Nagel, Fritz A., Equitable Bldg.
Napheys, Benjamin F., Jr., First Nat]. Bldg.
Neef, Fred E., Equitable Bldg.
Neid, Byron, 1711 Calif. St.
Ness, Gunhild I., 1238 Josephine St.
Nevans, Edward E., Jr., Symes Bldg.
Nevin, Thomas W., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Newcomb, Herbert J., Midland Savings Bldg.
Newcomb, Win. Rann, Symes Bldg.
Newman, J. E., Equitable Bldg.
Newton, J. Quigg, Jr., City and County Bldg.
Nicola,, Charles C., E. & C. Bldg.
Nihan, Robert C., 635 17th St.
Nordlund, Julian P., Capitol Life Bldg.
Nordmark, Godfrey, Equitable Bldg.
Northcutt, Forrest C., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Notarianni, Aldo G., Majestic Bldg.
Oakes, Harry Randolph, Majestic Bldg.
O'Connell, Emory L., University Bldg.
O'Dell, Forrest C., Symes Bldg.
O'Donnell, Bryant, G. & E. Bldg.
O'Hara, Bart W.. Symes Bldg.
Oliver, Don B., University Bldg.
O'Neall, Kelly, Jr., Equitable Bldg.
O'Neill, Felix L., E. & C. Bldg.
O'Neill, Terry J., E. & C. Bldg.
Orahood, A. T., 920 Milwaukee St.
Owen, J. Churchill, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ownbey, Francis B., Denham Bldg.
Oxman, Irving I., E. & C. Bldg.
Ozias, Charles, Jr., 1509 Cheyenne P1.
Palmer, Robert S., State Office Bldg.
Parks, Howard E., Denver National Bank
Parriott, James D., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Patterson, John W., Calif. Bldg.
Paul, William B., New Customs Bldg.
Pender. Joseph D.. University 131.1g.
Perkins, Jean S., E. & C. Bldg.
Perkins, Merritt H., Colo. Nal. Bank
Perry. Bertha V., Symes Bldg.
Perry. Chadwick J., Symes Bldg.
Perry, Harold W., Symes Bldg.
Phelps. Horace. First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Phelps, Horace F., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Phillips, Orie L., Box 2210
Phipps, Allan R., International Trust Bldg.
Pinchick, Saul, Equitable Bldg.
Pleasants, Aaron W., International Trust Bldg.
Ponsford, Arthur, University Bldg.
Pope, Horton, First Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Popham, Harold E., Equitable Bldg.
Porth, Wallace S., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Powers, William S., Symes Bldg.
Potter, D. D., E. & C. Bldg.
Preston, John B., Midland Savings Bldg.
Prisner, Stanley W., University Bldg.
Pryor, Wilbur, Midland Savings Bldg.
Putnam, Lon J., 1835 S. Cook St.
Quaintance, Arthur D., Symes Bldg.
Quiat, Gerald M., West Side Court
Quint, Ira L., Symes Bldg.
Quint, Simon, Equitable Bldg.
Radetsky, James B., University Bldg.
Radinsky, Albert E., 1527 Champa St.
Radloff, John E., Flatiron Bldg.
Rawlinson, H. Joe, Jr., 314 14th $St.
Reese, C. Merton, Midland Savings Bldg.
Rehmer, Fred R., 314 14th St.
Reid, John G., Symes Bldg.
Reidy, Michael, Equitable Bldg.
Reuler, Maurice, Equitable Bldg.
Reynard, Win. F., 1513 Tremont Place
Rhoads, Ernest L., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Rice, Wi. L., Majestic Bldg.
Rifkin, Max, Symes Bldg.
Rifkin, Morris, Symes Bldg.
Ris, Win. K., Equitable Bldg.
Roberts, Harold D., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Roberts, Warren E., Midland Savings Bldg.
Robertson, Donald B., Tramway Bldg.
Robertson, H. S., Tramway Bldg.
Robinson, Kenneth W., E. & C. Bldg.
Robinson, Warren K., Equitable Bldg.
Robinson, Win. F., Jr., First Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Robinson, Win. Hedges, Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Rocchio, Wilbur E., Midland Savings Bldg.
Rock, George F., 1534 Calif St.
Rodden, Paul B., Majestic Bldg.
Roe, Donald W., Equitable Bldg.
Roepnack, Howard, Equitable Bldg.
Rogers, Byron G., Midland Savings Bldg.
Rogers, John D., 1760 Ivy St.
Rosenbaum, Charles, University Bldg.
Rosner, David, Symes Bldg.
Rossman, Melvin, West Side Court
Rossman, Philip, 1582 Vrain St.
Rothgerber, Ira C., Symes Bldg.
Rothgerber, Ira C., Jr., Symes Bldg.
Rovira, Luis D., Equitable Bldg.
Rowland, L. E., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Rubright, Royal C., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ruston, Harry H., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Ruston, Paul A., C. A. Johnson Bldg.
Rutland, Morris, E. & C. Bldg.
Ryan, Richard F., Equitable Bldg.
Ryan, Richard P., P.O. Box 120
Ryan, Thomas H., Equitable Bldg.
Sackmann, William A., Equitable Bldg.
Sampson, Joseph C., University Club
Sanders, William H., Jr., Continental Oil Bldg.
Sargent, Arthur A., Colo. Nati. Bank Bldg.
Sargent, Ralph Jr., 932 S. Columbine St.
Saunders, Glenn G., P.O. Box 629
Sayers, Wendell P., E. & C. Bldg.
Schaetzel, Charlotte, Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
DICTA
Schaetzel, Jacob V., Colo. Nat. Bank Bldg.
Schalow, B. E., III, E. & C. Bldg.
Schalow, Frances H., 1416 Court Place
Schenck, Joseph D., 1056 Detroit St.
Scheunemann, Edward J., Symes Bldg.
Schmidt, Richard M.- Jr., First Nat]. Bldg.
Schmitz, Paul L., First Nat]. Bank Bldg.
Schneider, J. Frederick, Majestic Bldg.
Schunk, Elizabeth, 3236 Utica St.
Schwartz, Fred L., E. & C. Bldg.
Schweigert, John L., 1310 Broadway
Scofield, William H., Symes Bldg.
Scott, Roy S., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Scudder, Donald W., E. & C. Bldg.
Seach, Mary, Majestic Bldg.
Sears, Edwin M., E. & C. Bldg.
Seawell, Jackson M., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Seeman Bernard J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Seeman, Julius F., Symes Bldg.
Shafer, Stewart, University Bldg.
Shafroth, Frank H., Equitable Bldg.
Shafroth, Morrison, Equitable Bldg.
Shaw, Richard H., Denver Natl. Bank Bldg.
Sheldon, Charles W., Equitable Bldg.
Shere, Donald, University Bldg.
Sherlock, A. E., E. & C. Bldg.
Sherman, Henry S., Equitable Bldg.
Sherman, Jacob L., University Bldg.
Sherman, Samuel S., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Shireman, John W., Equitable Bldg.
Shuteran, Sydney E., Equitable Bldg.
Silverstein, Harry S., Jr., University Bldg.
Simon, Walter M., Equitable Bldg.
Simpson, Marvin A., 1630 Stout St.
Sizer, Randolph S., Security Bldg.
Slatkin, Gordon, University Bldg.
Slosky, Ben, E. & C. Bldg.
Smart, Thomas D., Symes Bldg.
Smead, Burton A., Jr., Denver Natl. Bank
Smith, Arthur Thad, 2318 Colo. Blvd.
Smith, Kenneth L., Security Bldg.
Smith, Norman B., California Bldg.
Snyder, Willard S., Box 600
Sobol, Harry, 1028 Broadway
Sogn, James H., Railway Exch. Bldg.
Spangler, Win. E., University Bldg.
Spitzer, Harold J., Equitable Bldg.
Stansfield, Edgar A., G. & E. Bldg.
Stapleton, B. F., Jr., Midland Savings Bldg.
Stapp, J. Donovan, 1842 S. Broadway
Stark, Henry L., 2773 S. Garfield St.
Steele, Robert W., City and County Bldg.
Steele, Walter A., Equitable Bldg.
Stemmler, George J., Majestic Bldg.
Sterling, Samuel H., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Stevens, Win. F., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Stockmar, Ted P,, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Stockton, Truman A., 1650 Grant St.
Stone, Joel E., E. & C. Bldg.
Stone, Mortimer, State Capitol Bldg.
Street, John C., C. A. Johnson Bldg.
Strickland, Dudley W., Jr., Denver Natl. Bldg.
Strickland, Jerome R., Denver Natl. Bldg.
Stubbs, Donald S., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
*Sullivan, Thomas M., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Sunshine, Robert, Majestic Bldg.
Susman, Graham, University Bldg.
Sutliff, Sherman A., 950 S. York St.
Swanburg, Karl E., Equitable Bldg.
Swancara, Frank, P.O. Box 1018
Swanson, Robert, E. & C. Bldg.
Sweet, Benjamin E., Majestic Bldg.
Tallmadge, Myles P., University Bldg.
Tallmadge, Robert C., University Bldg.
Tanner, Ira E., Colo. NatI. Bank
Tasher, Neil, State Capitol Bldg.
Taylor, T. Raber, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
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Temple, Jack V., 5107 E. 17th Ave.
Thayer, Franklin A., Equitable Bldg.
Thomas, Fletcher, Majestic Bldg.
Thomas, George K., E. & C. Bldg.
Thompson, John P., 1513 Tremont Pl.
Thurmon, Emmett, 104 Broadway
Tierney, Thomas M., Telephone Bldg.
Tippit, John, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Toll, Henry W., Equitable Bldg.
Toll, John B., Jr., G. & E. Bldg.
Torgan, Harold D., University Bldg.
Torrington, Warren R., 851 E. 8th Ave.
Trout, George A., State Capitol Bldg.
True, Sidney Merlin, E. & C. Bldg.
Truitt, J. Nelson, Cooper Bldg.
Tull, Richard, Denver Natl. Bank Bldg.
Turnquist, John R., Telephone Bldg.
Tweedy, John B., Equitable Bldg.
Ullstrom, L. Berwyn, Majestic Bldg.
Underwood, Arthur K., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Upton, E. B., Majestic Bldg.
Van Cise, Edwin P., E. & C. Bldg.
Van Cise, Philip S., E. & C. Bldg.
Van Valkenburgh, H. B., First Natl. Bldg.
Vidal, Harry C., Equitable Bldg.
Vogl, Albert L., Kittredge Bldg.
Voorhees, James D., Continental Oil Bldg.
*Voseipka, George K., 1219 Krameria
Wachob, Frank A., State Capitol Bldg.
Waggener, Mark S., 1020 Speer Blvd.
Wagner, Harold B., Equitable Bldg.
Wagner, Raymond A., University Bldg.
Walden, Lindsay P., 1840 Calif. St.
Walker, R. Hickman, Security Life Bldg.
Walker, Roscoe, Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Wallace, Westal B., City and County Bldg.
Wallbank, Stanley T., Equitable Bldg.
Walpole, Floyd F., Symes Bldg.
Walsh, Edward A., 1120 S. Jackson
Walsh, Joseph J., City and County Bldg.
Walsmith, Henry J., 1100 Wazee St.
Webb, James L., Patterson Bldg.
Weber, John J., 222 So. Broadway
Webster, H. M., 1654 Calif St.
Weinberger, Alvin, City and County Bldg.
Weinberger, Arnold, First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Welborn, Robert F., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Weller, H. Gayle, Equitable Bldg.
Welsh, Gerald E., Colo. Natl. Bank Bldg.
Werthan, Clarence, 1509 Cheyenne Pl.
West, Frank C., 925 Lafayette St.
West, Paul G., 104 Broadway
Westfeldt, Patrick M., Equitable Bldg.
Weyandt, Ford E., University Bldg.
Wheeler, B. 0., E. & C. Bldg.
White, Byron R., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
White, H. Stoddard, 2950°Blake St.
White, Lowell, Equitable Bldg.
Whitehead, Bryan L., E. & C. Bldg.
Whitehead, Carle, Kittredge Bldg.
Wilkinson, Walter B., 1360 Speer Blvd.
Williams, Edwin A., Equitable Bldg.
Williams, Wayne D., 1735 Ivanhoe St.
Willis, Charles A., Majestic Bldg.
Wilson, Chauncey C., E. & C. Bldg.
Wilson, John F., 1650 Glenarm St.
Wilson, Robert G., 2540 Yates St.
Winchell, John H., Majestic Bldg.
Winegardner, Albert F., Jr., Tramway Bldg.
Wingren, Ivor 0., Symes Bldg.
Wittelshofer, Edwin J., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Wolfe, Daniel K., Jr., Equitable Bldg.
Wolvington, Winston W., Symes Bldg.
Wolvington, Win. T., Symes Bldg.
Wood, Edward L., Equitable Bldg.
Wood, Lawrence M., Equitable Bldg.
Woodhouse, Jane, City and County Bldg.
Woodrow, Thomas R., Rio Grande Bldg.
Woods, James A., First National Bank Bldg.
May, 1951 DICTA
Works, Charles E., 211 15th St.
Wormwood, Kenneth M., Symes Bldg.
Wright. Ben L.. Jr., Symes Bldg.
Wright, Richard W., Boston Bldg.
Wright, W. D., Jr., Symes Bldg.
Wyers, Carl A., Equitable Bldg.
Yegge, Ronald V., Equitable Bldg.
Young, James B., 1100 14th St.
Young, William R., 3031 S. Marion
Zall, Max P., Equitable Bldg.
Zarlengo, Albert E., First Natl. Bank Bldg.
Zarlengo, Anthony F., Symes Bldg.
Zarleogo, Henry E., Majestic Bldg.
























































































































































































Waldo, Hubert D., Jr.
Waldo, R. E.
































































































MEEKER (Rio Blanco Co.)
Balcomb, Kenneth C., Jr.
Gordon, Herbert
Rigby, Charles P.














































































































































































*Rouse, Philip A., APO 226,
% P.M. San Francisco
*Seydel, Frank, APO 500, %
P.M. San Francisco
Vincent, Merle D., Santa
Rosa
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Brannen, Charles F.. Secy.
of Agric., Washington
Segal, Paul M., 816 Connec-
ticut Ave., Washington
IDAHO
Walenta, Thos. R., Moscow
ILLINOIS
Roley, Robert N., Pana
*Wolvington, Earl A., 1128
E. Hyde Park Blvd., Chi-
cago
MICHIGAN
*Dunklee, David V., Mt.
Clemens
MINNESOTA
Scallen. Thomas K., North-
western Bank Bldg., Min-
neapolis
MISSOURI
Arthur, Win. R., St. Louis
Law College, St. Louis
MONTANA
Porter, Marion B., Billings
NEW JERSEY




*Hemphill, Robert F., Albu-
querque
*Slyter, Robert C., Albuquer-
que
NEW YORK
Hagler, Stanley, 415 W. 56th
St., New York
*Manes, Donald L., Jr., APO
169, % P.M., New York
*Mosley, James, F.P.O., New
York
Shaw, George H., 60 Wall
Tower, New York
OKLAHOMA
Deaton, A. L., Tulsa
Reynolds, Dennis G., Guy-
man
PENNSYLVANIA
Pitman, Ralph W.. 1716
Arch St., Philadelphia
TEXAS
Phillips, Howard K., Borger
WYOMING
Baker, Ernest S., Casper
Emery, Jack D., Casper
TERRITORY OF HAWAII




SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON TOPICAL LUNCHEONS
INVITES YOUR SUGGESTIONS
Following publication in the December, 1950, Dicta of a pro-
posal to hold "topical luncheons," the first luncheon was held
January 29, 1951, under the moderatorship of Royal C. Rubright,
author of the proposal. The topic discussed was: "What important
points are not covered in the ordinary printed Agreement for Sale
and Purchase of Real Estate?" Too many lawyers requested res-
ervations for the first session so that an additional session was
held on the same topic on February 19, 1951.
In order to broaden the field to be covered by these topical
luncheons, it seemed fitting to appoint a special committee of the
Denver Bar Association to consider additional topics and future
meetings involving other fields of law. President Fritz A. Nagel
of the Denver Bar Association announces appointment of the
following committee for this purpose:
L. Berwyn Ullstrom, Louis G. Isaacson, William Hedges Rob-
inson, Jr., T. Raber Taylor, James D. Doyle, Richard Tull, Charles
Works, and Royal C. Rubright, chairman.
The committee is considering topics for future luncheons and
urges all members of the bar association to send to any committee
member any topic which he would like discussed at some future
meeting. This program is designed to meet the needs of practicing
lawyers and to share helpful advice and suggestions. Let us know
what you want and we will try to plan a topical luncheon covering
the problems which are of particular interest to you.
VOTE FOR
PAUL V. HODGES, Jr.
FOR
ELECTION COMMISSIONER
Former Election Commissioner 0 Attorney 0 Experienced 0 Capable
DESERVING OF YOUR SUPPORT
City Election, May 15, 1951




City Election, Tuesday, May 15, 1951




One of the 10 outstanding men in the U. S., 1950"
-U. S. Junior Chamber of Commerce
McCollum - For - Council Committee
Photo-Lithographic Facsimile Reproductions
of
COURT EXHIBITS GRAPHS -:- CHARTS
PHOTOGRAPHS -:- RULED AND TYPE FORMS
We can print anything we can photograph.
PEERLESS PRINTING COMPANY
TAbor 3368 1989 Broadway
Dicta Advertisers Merit Your Patronage
